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HE Committee * for trying this cauſe was 

choſen on Monday the 3d of November, 
1783, and conſiſted of the following Gentle- 
| men : : 
George Ogle, Ele q. Chairman. 
George Sandford, Eſq. Clotworthy Rowley, Eſq. _ 
Major Richard Vouwell, Hon. Rich. Hely Hutchinſony - 
Sir Barry Denny, Bt. Edward Crofton, Eſq. 


Henry Cope, Eſq. James Uniacke, Eſq. 
Sir Francis Hutchinſon, Bt. Rt. Hon. James Cufft, 
Fohn Staples, Eſq. Iſaac Corry, Eſq. 


James Stewart, Eſq. Gervais Parker Babe, Eſq. 


Petitioners, —Jobn William Fo fer and Richard 
_ Dawſon, Eſqrs. 
Counſel for the ſitting Members, — Robert Boyd, 


Arthur Chicheſter Macartney, and William 
Caldbeck, Eſq. - 


For the Petitioners,— Henry Duquery, Berend 
| 208 ape and Anthony Blackburne, Eſqrs. 


After 
This was the firſt petition tried after the paſſing tho act of 
the 21ſt and 22d Geo. 3. cap. 10. for explaining and amending 
the Lith of Geo. 3d. under the regulations of which laſt ſtatute 
the ow in the former part of this work were tried. By 
B 2 the. 
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After reading the ane, the Committee 
entered into the following Reſolutions: 

* RESOLVED, That but one counſel on 
ce each fide ſhall ſpeak to any one point, except 
«the Committee ſhall of themſelves require it.“ 

“ Reſolved, 


the ſtatute of the 21ſt it was enacted, ( That when a day and 
& hour ſhould be appointed purſuant to the 11th and 12th of 
6 Geo. 3. for taking into conſideration a petition complaining of 
ec an undue election, after reading the order of the day, the 
4 houſe ſhall be called over, and the names of the members who 
& ſhall on ſuch call be abſent ſhall be taken down, and they or- 
« dered to attend at next fitting; and then ordered into cuſtody 
4 or other cenſure, unleſs ſufficient excuſe verified on oath; and 
« if 60 members, excluſive of the Speaker, be not preſent, ad- 
4 journed to next day, (Sunday and Chriſtmas day excepted) 
« and on each ſucceeding day till the committee ſhall be choſen; 
« and the names of the members who were abſent on the be- 
„ mer day ſhall be called over, and the houſe ſhall allow or diſ- 
« allow the excuſe, and ſo on till 60 members ſhall attend ex- 
« cluſive of Speaker. The Chairman of each Select Committee 
« fhall give his voice as any other member, and in caſe of an 
equality of voices, including the chairman's, then the chair- 
% man ſhall give a cafting voice. If ſuch Select Committee be 
* unayoidably reduced to leſs than eleven, and continue ſo for 
© twelve ſitting. days, it ſhall be then diſſolved and another 
 & choſen: But every determination of eleven ſhall be valid. 
« Tf, when ſuch committee ſhall be reduced to eleven, any. mem- 
& ber thereof ſhall abſent himſelf, he ſhall from day to day ſtate 
to the houſe, and verify upon oarh the eauſe of his abſences 
cc No petitioner, ſitting member, or their Agents, ſball name any 
1 member to be added to thoſe drawn by lot, but the parties ſhall 
&« return a liſt of fifteen out of thoſe who have been drawn by lot, 
« which fifteen ſhall be the ſelect committee. Whenever a 
4 charge! is made of corruption, partiality, or other miſconduct 
4 in the returning officer, it hall be made known to him at leaſt 
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4 Reſolved, That if any witrneſs, or perſon 
ce jntended to be examined as witneſs; ſhalt be 
<< proved to have been in the room during the 
examination of any other witneſs, fuch per. 
„ ſon ſhall be rendered incompetent, provided 
<. that this rule {hall not extend to the agents, 
«. hoſe names ſhall be forthwith delrvegerl( in 
c to the cler.“ th; ; 

Liſts were actortliegty delivernd ! in * * 
witneſſes as agents For! the: ee ae 


| fourteen days before fach — * Fr bs nalen Toto EY de- 
ration, and the committee (hall be ſworn to try ſuch charge, 
and upon proof of notice, enter into examination of the con- 
duct of ſuch returningioſficer, and hear evidence on his be- 
« half, and after hearing/Evidence- on both ſides, determine by 
2 majority whether the aharge was v ll 9%] 1 { founded, and re- 
ee port the determipatign to the hou! "I 0 Ve hall order ſach 
4 determination to be entered on the journals. * If: any 1eturn= 
. ing officer cannot be found, or abſcond, on proof that dbtice 
« in writing was ferved on bis laſt known place af reſidence, 
8 within fqurteen, days, after che election, of. intended. petition, 
«then poſting notice on the door of the ſefon-houle, and fery- 
ing it on returning officer's laſt known place” of ref: dehce, be 
&«' deemed ſufficient Terviee!”: TEO Multihibarion Gb the Cen. 
, mittee enteted on tlie juurnals ſliall be coneluſite evideños of 
6 the. legality or. illegality of any return in any court of law om - 
6 apy action Aa a rewrning .officer for ga falſe, or illegal te- 
% turn. No mages to be gix en in any 2 action if, j jury are ſatis- 
400 hed that return! was made without partiality, "and the] jury half | 
« lie at liberty to find for the defendant without toſts. On non? 
d attendance of the chairman, a member may be choſen to) re- 


14 {DPF hi his, abſence to the houſe, and at the Wert e 


6 another chair man in his room. 2 at J9'$51t5 4 £ #r% 
[This very great. amendment of the law e e 
itzgibbon (now Lotd Chancellor), i in October, 3.784 | 


and hind . rayal aſſent on the Lath of. Febfuary, 1782. 
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four for the fitting members. Two books of 
the Corporation were alſo delivered in. 


The liſt of names of eighteen freemen admit- 


ted on the 29th of June, 19782, who tendered 


their votes for the petitioners, and who were re- 


| Jected by the Deputy Bailff, —and the entry 


from the corporation books on the 29th of June 
1782, at the admiſſion of the above eighteen, 
were read. 'It was admitted, that the names of 
theſe eighteen were included in the laſt entry. 

The entry of 29th July 1782, from the cor- 
poration books relative to their taking the 


oaths of freemen, was read, as was alſo that 


part of the charter of Dundalk, authorizing! 
the bailiff to be ſworn as a burgeſs. 
The books produced to the Committee were 
admitted to be the books of the Corporation 
from the 29th day of September, 1760, to the 
2gth day of July, 1782, incluſive: 
It was ordered by the Committee, that aac 
Reed, Thomas Read, and ſeveral others, do 
attend the Committee, and lodge forthwith 


with the clerk thereof, the books of the Corpo- 


ration of Dundalk, previous to the year 1760, 
together with all other books and corporation 
papers in their poſſeſſion or . to the 4th 
day of November 1782. 


On the part of the fitting e ſome 
entries from the corporation books were read, 


as was a notice of the 2oth of June 1782, and 


that part of the charter empowering the bailiff, 


patt 
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part of the chayter giving power to remove the 
bailifl. | 
The firſt witnes; William 8 was pro- 
duced on the part of the fitting members, to 
prove the uſage of ringing a bell previous to 
corporate meetings. 11 

He was a freeman, and inhabitant 86 RA | 
borough of Dundalk; he had been an inha» 
bitant ſince the time ot his birth, and was 
then fifty years old, and had then been 
upwards of twenty years a freeman, and re- 
membered well the borough for forty years. 
He never knew the corporation to aſſemble but 
once, ſave by ringing of bell, and that was then 
about five years ago. He was much ſurpriſed 
thereat, and aſked John Blair, the town-ſer- 
jeant, the reaſon ? who told him that the bell 
was broke. He never knew any other mode of 
aſſembling the corporation but by ring of bell, 
which was the general mode; and had heard 
every freeman in the borough to ſay ſo, He 
knew moſt of the freemen; he never knew ' 
of poſting any notice for a meeting but once, 


which was in May 1782, and was to ele& a 


burgeſs in the room of Mr. Forſter. The bell 
rang that day. The witneſs was ſtanding at the 
court-houſe door, and read the notice poſted 
for the election of Mr. Jocelyn; the notice was 
for nine o'clock, The corporation met about 
twelve. The bell rang at twelve, and Mr. Tho- 
mas Read proceeded to buſineſs. The witneſs: 
went to court, but the election was over. The 
firſt bell began at half 38 eleven, and conti- 
: nued 


minutes after Slcater and the others, the great 


Ts Reed come out of the! court-houſe 


RG, bj are” © would . 1 0 He 
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med ringing tilt twelve o'clock. The uſual 
hour of the corporation to meet was between 
twelve and one; and he never knew tlie corpo- 
ration to meet but once (on aqtheꝗqune) before 
that hour. He knew Stephen Page and John 


_ Lyons. He aw Montgomery Sleater at halt paſt 
- feven/in the morning of the 29th of June; and 


about half after eight the; witneſs Gwibledterand 
Stephen Page go imat a fide door of the Court. 
houſe; they came rither a back way; and Lyons 
io afew minutes after, went into the Court-houſe 
after them by the fame way. The main ſtreet is 
the neareſt way from Mrs. Wolſey's houſe, and 
2 more public way. Mrs. Wolſey is the ſiſter 
of Mr. Thomas Reed. The great door of the 
churt-houſe was ſhut. He ſaw Mr. Iſaac Reed 
in about three minutes after follow Sleater, Page, 
and Lyons. One ſide of the great door was 
opened in a few minutes after. The witneſs 
knew George Murphy, and faw- him and Mr. 
Thomas Reed go into the court-houſe in a few 


door being only half open. There had been no 
bell rung on that morning. Mr. Thomas Read 
had a great coat or bundle under his arm; it 
was 4 very fine morning. The witneſs heard 
— volunteers drum beat at nine every morn- 

He ſaw Alborough Wrightſon and Mr. 


about eight minutes palt nine ' o'clock. He did 
not know of any meeting on that day; if he 
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attended the. court-houſe on that day about 
twelve o'clock by ring of bell. When Mr. 
Read came out, he had a bundle under his coat, 
2 went to Mr. J. Page's. = 
He was croſs- examined. 
He was 20 years a burgels, and never was out 
of Dundalk one day in his whole life except 
once he had not attended the meetings of 
corporation; he had not ſigned the proceedings 
becauſe Mr. Read and he had a diſpute, and Mr. 
Read had refuſed to let him ſign. He did offer 
to ſign at the three laſt meetings, at all which he 
attended, but Mr. Read refuſed to admit him. 
He often aſked for the books, but was always 
refuſed. He could not poſitively tell the parti- 
cular day Mr, Reed refuſed him; but the wit- 
neſs had aſked Grey, the town-clerk, and Mont- 
gomery Sleater for the books; they did not re- 
fuſe them to him, but they did not hand them 
to him to ſign. He could not recollect whether 
it was during theſe three years, or before, that 
Mr. Read refuſed him, and could not tell whe- 
ther it was within 5, 6, 7, 8, or nine years, and 
did not know but what it might be within theſe 
ſix years. His reaſon for remembering that it 
was within ſix years was, that within that pe- 
riod he had dealt with Mr. Read for wine. He 
underſtood it to be on the 29th of June, that 
Mr. Read refuſed to admit him to ſign the book. 
He did not come into the court-houſe until the 
buſineſs was over, when the freemen were ſign- | 
* their names. He did not give his vote to 
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any act of the meeting, and did not read nor 
aſk to read the proceedings of the day. He 
ſaw the two Mr. Reads that day ſitting on the 
bench, and did not know who vas the bailifl. 
His difference with Mr. Read was the cauſe for 
his not letting him ſign the book; and the uſual 
mode of ſummoning the corporation was by 


ringing of bell. He knew Counſellor Shiel; 


but never knew that Mr. Shiel was employed by 
Lord Clanbraſſil. He never heard it was uſual 
to poſt a notice for a meeting; and never heard 
that Counſellor Shiel recommended the poſting 
of notices. He read the notice poſted for the 
meeting on the 29th of June 1782, but had not 
inquired about it, though he thought it odd. 
The court-houſe door is the uſual place to poſt 
notices ;'and when there is more than one, they 
poſt them at the market-houſe, and on pumps 
in the town. He never went purpoſely to exa- 
mine notices that were poſted on the court-houſe 
door. He attended a meeting at the Preſbyte- 
rian meeting-houſe on the 29th of July 1782 
he went there at half after ten o'clock to get a 
place, and buſineſs began at about eleven 
o'clock. He was poſitive the buſineſs began af. 
ter he went there. He never knew the corpora- 
tion to meet but on the 29th of June and 29th 
of September, except to return members to 
Parliament, and never to his recollection was 
preſent at any other meeting except on the 
above day. He lived for thirty years near the 
ſefſion-houſe, and about a n of a mile from 
the 


. 
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the court-houſe. On the 29th of June 1783, 
ſaw Montgomery Sleater that morning after 
ſeven. The witneſs had glaſſes for a chaiſe for 
Mr. Bailie, which brought him out that morn- 
ing, and alſo ſome window glaſs for the ſame 


_ perſon. The witneſs aſked Sleater what brought 


him out that morning, and Sleater anſwered, 


that Mr. Reed went for him. The witneſs did | 
-not know of any meeting being poſted; but had 


been ſince told the notice was poſted eight days 
previous to the 29th of June. He believed the 


notice mentioned the meeting was to be held at 


nine o'clock, He went into Mr. Baily's yard, 
and waited for the poſt-chaiſe. He ſaw Mr. 
_ Lyons and Page about half after eight o clock, 
and ſaw Mr. Thomas Reed and Mr. Murphy go 
into the court-houſe; but did not imagine A 
court was to be held on that morning; he 
thought they went there about volunteer, buſt- 
neſs, and he knew that his (the witneſs's) pre- 
ſence would not be welcome. Mr. Thomas Read 
had a bundle of books under his coat; he had 
heard Mr. Read was in a bad ſtate 54 health, 
and was going to Swanlingbar. He ſaw Mr. 
Wrightſon and Mr. Reed come out dt the court- 


houſe about eight o'clock. The witneſs at- 


. tended a meeting at about twelve o'clock: on 
that day in the court-houſe ; Lord Clermont 
was there. The witneſs ſaw Counſellor M*Cart- 
ney draw up a paper, which he believed to be 


the paper which he (the witneſs) ſigned. Heard 


| it ſaid, and did receive a notice, to attend a 
0e 2 meeting 
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meeting that day; and Capt. Ford informed 
him the meeting was to chuſe a bailifl. He was 
refuſed the book to ſign, and had ſeen freemen 
on other occaſions ſign the book, though not 
preſent during the proceedings of the meeting, 
upon their reading the tranſactions. He re- 
ceived a verbal meſlage from Capt. Ford of that 
meeting. 


The ſecond witneſs, Mr. Charles [Fae was 
produced on behalf of the fitting members, to 
Prove the ancient uſage of calling the corpora- 
tion in by ring of bell. He was an inhabitant 
of Dundalk ſince the year- 17 47, and had con- 

ſtantly reſided there. He was a freeman of 
Dundalk, and has been fo ſince the year 1748, 
and had uſually attended corporate meetings. 

The uſual method of convening the corpora- 
tion was by ringing of bells; he had known it 
to be the uſage ſince he had been 2 freeman; he 
had heard it was the uſage before he was a free- 
man, and never knew a corporate meeting to be 
'held but by ring of bells except one, which was 
four or five years previous to the 29th day of 
June 1782; and he then aſked Blair, the town- 
ſerjeant, the reaſon; who told him the bell was 
broke, and that he waited on the witneſs to 
ſummon him for the purpoſe. There was al- 
ways a bell rung ſince, except on the morning 
of the 29th day of June 1782. The witneſs 
was in Dundalk on that day; he roſe on that 
day between five and fix o'clock, and remained 
in his W in the Main- ſtreet until a quarter 
n 2 | After 
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after nine; the reaſon he knew he ſtaid at home 
Was, the volunteer drum beat at nine, and the 


witneſs did not leave his houſe for a quarter of 


an hour after they had returned. He lived 
about 1 50 yards from the ſeſſions· houſe; he did 


not hear the corporation bell ring that morn- 
ing; if it had, he muſt; have heard it if it was 


rung for ever ſo ſmall a time. He knew Mr. 


Ifaac Read, Mr. Thomas Read, Montgomery 
Sleater, Stephen Page, Samuel Page, George 
Murphy, Alborough Wrightſon, and John Ly- 
ons. He ſaw none except Mr. Wrightſon go 
to the court-houſe that morning. The axfual 
Way of Mr. Read's going to the court-houſe was 
by his (the witneſs's) houſe; the moſt public 
way is by his (the witneſs's) door. He had ſeen 


Mr. Read always paſs; his houſe on his way to 


-tha court: houſe. He did not think M, Read 
could -havye:gone to the court-houſe that morn- 


ing in che uſual way without his (the wtne HHG) 


ſeeing him. The, witne(s is an apothecary, and 
attended his hop himſelf; his dogr; on d 
into the Main- ſtreet, and the w hole front 0 


ſhop is glazed. He had no. Sauen With In 


Mr. Wrightſon on his going to the court-houle ; 
he ſaw Mr. Wrightſon on his return; be croſſed 
over to him and ſpoke to him; the time Mr. 


; Wrightſon {poke to him, was about A, quarter | 


after nine, but could not be e 1 he 
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witneſs was made free, Mr. Iſaac Read called on 
him to attend a meeting. The witneſs aſked the 
hour at which he ſhould attend; and Mr. Read 
anſwered the witneſs at about twelve o'clock. 
Mr. Read alſo aſked the witneſs if he had heard 
the bell; to which he anſwered, he did not; 
and then Mr. Read ſaid it would be an illegal 
meeting if the bell was not rung. If the wit- 


neß had heard the bell on the morning of the 


29th of June 1782, he would have attended. 
- He would not have voted for Mr. Read if he 
had attended the meeting on the morning of the 
[ 29th of june; nor would he have voted: for the 
- thirty-two perſons who were admitted freemen 
on that day. He was ſurpriſed at the meeting on 
the morning of the agth of June, at which Mr. 
Read had preſided. The witneſs attended the 
2 meeting of the corporation on the aqth of June 
"1782, between twelve and one, or unn nearer 
to one, an ſigned a proteſt on that ante 
DAR T6290 Bhs was croſs-· examined. has lth, 
He aia not know but whit there Aueh be 
Aten in the proteſt. He did not recollect 
ſeeing Mr. Moretz at the meeting on the 29th 
June. He did not recollect whether the bell 
rang the day Mr. George Jocelyn was made a 
freeman or not. Mr. Thomas Read prefided as 
bailiff when the thirty-two perſons were corpo- 
rated. The witnels was at the meeting at the 
Preſbyterian 'meeting-houſe on the 29th July 
1782; he believed that the meeting was con- 


vened by written notice, and not * wi 
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bell. He believed that the meeting on the 29th 
of June 1782, was earlier than nine o'clock ; it 
might be at ten, but he could not recollect the 
preciſe time. The meeting at the Preſbyterian 
meeting-houſe was remarkably full; a great 
number of burgeſſes and freemen attended at 
that meeting; the witneſs's neighbours called on 
him, and he went to that meeting, but did not 


know how many days the notice for that meet- 


ing was poſted. He never ſaw the notice 
poſted for the 29th of June; he believed it 
might be poſted, but he never ſaw it; and be- 
heved it had been a cuſtom for four or five 


years to poſt notices, but the freemen never 


minded ſuch poſted notices, they waited for the 
ringing of bell. Lord Clermont and ſeveral of 
his friends were ſworn in on the meeting of the 
29th of June ; the meeting on that day was to 


elect a bailiff. The witneſs agreed to the admiſ- 


ſion of the thirty-two freemen, becauſe ſeveral 
of his friends had ſigned the proceedings of that 
day; there was nothing particular done on the 


29th Auguſt ; he was told Mr. Read would not 


attend at the ſeſſions-houſe. 
The third witneſs, John Macartney, Eſq. Was 


produced by the ſitting members, to prove the 


tranſaction of the 29th of June. He is both a 
freeman and burgeſs of Dundalk; he was in 
that town on the 29th of June 1782 he did 
not ſee any notice poſted on the court-houſe on 


that day, but he heard of one; he did not 


know what hour was mentioned in the notice, 
and 
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llept on the night of the 28th ; it was at Bay- 


ing of town: ſerjeant's bell; it rung for about 
an hour. The gentlemen then preſent entered 


This pro- 


teſt was 


proved by 
Mr. . 
Cartney, 
and read. 


bailiff. The witneſs came from Dublin to at- 
day, and had underſtood that he would have 


heard the town-ſerjeant's bell he would have 
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and did not attend the aſſembly held by the 
bailiff on that day. He recollected where he 


ly's in Dundalk, about 70 or 80 yards from the 
ſeſſion's-houſe; he remembered the hour he 
aroſe on that morning, the clock at Baily's ſtruck 
nine, and he then got up; he had been up two 
or three minutes when the volunteers drum 
beat. Lord Clanbraſſil came to him, and told 
him that Mr. Thomas Read had a mecting that. 
morning, and had elected a conſiderable number 
of perſons freemen, and his father and Iſaac, 


tend the meeting of the corporation on that 
notice of meeting by ring of bell; if he had 


gone to the court-houſe; if he had attended, 
he would not have aſſented to the election of 
Mr. Iſaac Read as bailiff, nor to the admiſſion 
of the freemen. He did not attend any meet- 
ing of the corporation on the gth of Auguſt, 
He never conſented by any corporate act to the 
election or conſirmation of the thirty-two free- 
men. He did attend the meeting on the 29th 
of June 1782, about twelve o'clock ; there was 
public notice given of that meeting by the ring- 


into a proteſt * in writing againſt the proceedings 
of the bailiff on the morning of the 29th of 
June; it was wrote and nad by the witneſs, 

who 


BOROUGH or DUNDALK. 


day. It was a notice to attend a meeting of the 


Burgeſſes on the Thurſday following at the Sef- 


57 


who drew a written notice, IEP to. be As 2 
ſerved on Mr. Thomas Reed on the 29th day 1” Tex. gong 


notice to 
June, and underſtood it was ſerved on that Mr. Read 


ofthe 29th 
une; as 
was a 


ſion- houſe; and there was an aſſembly held in 2 and 


purſuance of ſaid notice on the iſt of Auguſt; ; 
there was alſo notice given of ſaid meeting by 


ſummons 
ſent to 


corpora · 


ringing of bell and written ſummonſes ſent to the tors. 


different perſons of the corporation. Mr. Tho- 
mas Read attended at this laſt meeting, and was 
aſſiſted by counſel and attorney. He was called 


upon to bring with him the corporation books, 


but he refuſed. Lord Clermont took the chair 
on that day as ſenior burgeſs. The witneſs could 
not particularly recolle& the perſon who deſired 


Mr. Read to bring the books, but he was cer- 
tain it was one of the corporation. The rea- 


ſon given by Mr. Read for his refuſal of giving 
the books was, that he looked upon the then 


meeting as illegal, and that he was deſired not 


to bring the books by ſome of the corporation, 


for fear they ſhould be taken from him; but 
produced atteſted copies of the proceedings of 


the morning of the 29th of June, that Mr. 


Wrightſon did atteſt them. Mr. Read did admit 


the entry in the. corporation book, appointing 
his father to,be his deputy, to be his own hand- 


writing, and that he Read himſelf had taken 


the oaths as bailiff; and afterwards he admit - 
ted his father did not take the uſual oaths at 
that time. There was a queſtion then put, 
ID --< | Whether 
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Whether Mr. Thea, Read ſhould be amoved 


or not for the miſdemeanors by him commit- 


ted; the refult of which was, that on putting 
the queſtion, chairman declared that the Ayes 


had it; and a poll was afterwards demanded by 
Mr. Thomas Read or his agent. A poll was 


accordingly taken, and a queſtion was put to 
each freeman individually on their coming to 
a poll, and they in general anſwered they polled 
for Mr. Read's removal. There were ſixty per- 
ſons voted in the affirmative; but four or five 


of the old freemen refuſed to vote againſt Mr. 
Read. There were nine burgeſſes and fifty- four 
freemen who voted againſt Mr. Read on that 
day and ſubſcribed to the proceedings. Mr. 
Read himſelf did not divide, but left the Court- 
houſe, There were four or five. old freemen 


who refuſed to vote, and Pretend againſt the 


proceedings. 


The witneſs had ſeen a liſt of the corpora- 
tion; it conſiſted of one hundred and ſeven 


freemen, and ſixteen burgeſſes. He appre- 


hended that there were fifty-four freemen and 
nine burgeſſes preſent who ſigned the reſolution 
of a motion; the whole meeting conſiſted of 
ſixty-nine freemen. All the reſident burgeſſes 
and freemen,, ſave one, (Mr. Maxwell) attended 
that meeting. Had heard of, and Knew a com- 
promiſe made in the month of Auguſt. Lord 


Clermont met Mr. Thomas Read, John Page, 


Thomas Page, Arthur and John M*<Cartney, 


on the 6th of Auguſt 1782. Agreed Wat the 


x: * thirty- 
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thirty-two freemen, entered on the books on che 63 


29th of June 1782, ſhould have all the privi- 
leges of freemen, ſave one, which was, that 
they ſhould not attend any meeting of the cor- 
poration unleſs they were ſpecially applied to 
for that purpoſe. That ten other perſons along 
with the thirty-two before: mentioned, were 
named by Mr. Thomas Read, and were to be 
admitted to the ſame privilege. That Mr. Tho- 
mas Read, notwithſtanding his removal, ſhould 
continue bailiff until the 29th of September fol- 
lowing ; and that he, Thomas Read, ſhould 
hold a meeting, and thereat ele& the Earl of 
Clanbraſſill as bailiff for the year commencing 
the 29th of September 1782, and in conſe- 
* quence of that agreement, the witneſs would 
have acted inconſiſtently if he had not eſtabliſhed 
theſe thirty-two freemen, -though Mr. Thomas - 
Read did not adhere to his act with Lord 
Clanbraſſill. | 
He was croſs- examined. 2 
He had heard that it was uſual for = 
to be poſted from the commencement, of the 
new book of 1778. That he, on the agth of 
June, between eleven and twelve, faw a notice | 
poſted on the Sefſion-houſe, but declared that 
he did not hear at what time the notice was 
| Poſted. He had heard that My. Read had 
poſted a notice for the election of bailiff after 
the Privy Council had rejected the return of 
Mr. Read. He believed that the firſt notice of 
a meeting for eleQing a bailiff was poſted on 
D 2 | the 


os — — — — 
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the FT" Fa and believed chat the meet- 
ing that was to he held at the Seſſions-houſe 
Was afterwards held at the Meeting houſe. He 
ſerved Mr. Read with a notice, informing him 
that the Seſſions-houſe would be open at nine 
0 clock for the purpoſe of chooſing a bailiff on 
the 2gth July. The notice was, prepared in 
Dundalk, and i in the houſe of Lord Clanbraſſill. 
It was not a corporate aſſembly that iſſued 
that notice. Ie believed he had ſeen the notice 

poſted for calling a meeting at the Meet- 
— and that the one produced was the 
ſame he ſaw poſted. He believed that at the 
time he faw Mr, Read's. notice, there were two 
notices. poſted for the ſame purpoſe, aſſigning 
reaſons. for changing the place of meeting. Mr, 
Read « came on that day to the Meeting-houſe af. 


ter nine o clock; there was a great number wait- 


ing for the doors t be opened; Mr. Read opened 
the door, and had the key of it. Mr. Read 
aſſigned as a reaſon that he would not go to the 


Sellions, becauſe there were two notices poſted, 


and if he went to the Scfſions-houle, ſeveral per- 
ſons might be led aſtray, and prevented from 


Their r right of Voting. The ſummons to Mr. 
Read to appear on the firſt of Auguſt at the 


Seffions -houſe, was one prepared j in Lord Clan- 


braſſill's houſe, and was dated the 29th July, 


1782, and was for Mr. Read to ſhew cauſe, why 


he ſhould not be removed. The witneſs, faw 


the notice of the 29th of July, figned by a num- 


ber of perſons, and 1 ir was principally 


ſigned 
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fig ex by 2 Ib thereto at Lord Clan- 3 


brafll's houſe. He could not fay that all the 
perſons who ſigned the paper were in the room 
at that time, and believed that the paper was 


ſent out of the houſe to be ligned. He believed _ 


that no perſon ſigned the notice but what knew 
what it was. The paper was prepared by the 
advice of the Attorney General and Counſellor 
O'Neill; Mr. M*Cartney prepared the firſt part 


of the notice by the advice of the Attorney Ge- 
neral and Mr. O'Neill. The meeting at. which 
the paper was prepared was not at all convened 


as a corporate meeting. Mr. Read objected to, 
and proteſted againſt the meeting of the firſt of 


Auguſt. The witneſs meant, that Mr. Read 


made a verbal proteſt ; and he recollected that 
Mr. Read ſaid, that he had not time to enter 


into his defence; and after the meeting was 


over, he (Mr. Read) ſaĩd that he would not pay 
any reſpect to it. That Mr. Thomas Read ad- 
mitted the entry of his father's election, and 


* 


that his father did not take the oaths, He be- 


lieved that Mr. Thomas Read ſaid he could not 


ſwear in his father, for that the book "of oaths. 


could not be found,” It was the witnefs who 
wrote the proceedings of that aſſembly. Mr. 
Read and Counſel applied that the ſeveral ob- 
jections made on the part of Mr. Read might 
be taken down in the proceedings of that day. 


The witneſs obſerved ſeveral perſons writing on 


the other fide. The witneſs was not deſired by 
the chairman to take n the eee of 


that 
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that day, The witneſs was not ſworn into the 
oflice of burgeſs previous to the meeting of 
Auguſt, 1782. He could not poſitively ſwear 
that he applied. on the 29th of July to Mr. 
Read to ſwear. him in as burgeſs, and was re- 
fuſed. He had heard that many freemen had 
never taken the oaths, yet had acted in offices 
of the corporation. There were man of the 
thirty-two freemen at the meeting when Mr. 
Read was removed; the witneſs believed there 
might be nine. The only objection made to 
Mr, Macartney was, becauſe he was not ſworn 
A freeman previous to his election for bur- 
gels, 

John Lyons, the fourth witneſs, was produced 
on behalf of the ſitting members, to prove that 
the thirty-two freemen were admitted unlaw- 
fully. He recollected being preſent at a meet- 
ing at nine o'clock on the 29th of June, 1782. 
He was a freeman of Dundalk. He ſaw Mr, 

Thomas Read on that morning about eight 
. o'clock at his own office; the witneſs was ſent 
for hy him, and had a converſation with Mr. 
Read that morning at about eight o'clock. Mr, 
Read aſked him what the float was doing, for 
that the corporation wo d ſet it to work in 
three or four days. Mr. cad deſired the wit- 
neſs to go to Mr. Wolſley's houſe, and ftay there 
for him; the witneſs went to Mr. Wolfley's, 
but before he went there, met Mr. Iſaac Read, 
who deſired him to go to the Grand Jury-room 
in the Seſſions- houſe, for there were ſome per- 
ſons 
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tons Waiting for him. He went in to the bath 
; door of the Seſſions-houſe, and into the Grand 
Jury-room, at between eight and nine o'clock. 


Mr. Thomas and Iſaac Read went up the back 


way before him. He ſaw Stephen Page and 


Montgomery Sleater in the Grand Jury-room ; 


and Mr, Ifaac and Thomas Read, when he went 
in. They then proceeded to appoint electors. 
Mr. Read called for James Gray, the town-ſer- 


jeant; but he not being there, Mr. Read deſired 


the witneſs to act in that office, and that he (Mr. 
Read) would direct him the witneſs. George 
Murphy came there. The witneſs ſaw Mr. 
Wrightſon. Mr. Thomas Read proceeded to 


the election of bailiff. When Mr. Macartney - 


was propoſed, they objected one and all; and 


when Mr. Thomas Read was propoſed for bai- 


if, they all agreed thereto. Mr. Read was 


elected bailiff, and his father deputy. There 
was a liſt propoſed that day for freemen, which 


. Mr. Read produced; they were propoſed one 
by one; there were about four freemen pre- 
ſent ; the hf was read but once, and the aflem- 
bly was ſatisfied. The witneſs had been an in- 
habitant of Dundalk 73 years, and never out 


of the borough but for about two years. When 


a corporate meeting was to be held, it had been 
the uſage to ring a bell. 'The witneſs had been 
three years town-ſerjeant. The corporation was 


always called together by ring of bell; the 


meetings had been always held between twelve 


and one. He did not hear any bell rung on the 


morning 
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| morning of the 29th of June, and did not ſee 
any written notice poſted on that day. From 
the time of opening the Court until the election 
was Over, was about half an hour. : 


| He was croſs- examined. | 
+ The witneſs was' at meetings of the: freemen 
before the 29th of june pretty often; he al- 
ways ſaw the freemen ſworn on the ane day 
they were choſen. He never took notice how 
the freemen were choſen except in the taking of 
the oath; he never ſaw at any aſſembly of the 
corporation any thing but the ſwearing. Mr. 
Garrett Byrne was not choſen on that day as he 
knew of. The names of the perſons to be 
choſen were told out; he thought he heard the 
name of Henry Maxwell read; he recollected 
that Mr. Read ſaid that they had petitioned. 
Mr. Read put the queſtion on Henry Maxwell's 
name; he put the queſtion but once. Mr. Read 
had aſked the perſons preſent if they were ſatis- 
fiedabout the petition ? and they replied that they 
were. The witneſs faid Aye for the bailiff; and 
he faid Aye for the freemen. The witneſs had 
no intention of going to the Seſſion-houſe until 
he was ſent for by Mr. Read; he aſked the 
meſſenger who came to him, what: Mr. Read 
wanted with him. Mr. Read aſked the witneſs 
what the float was doing, and bid him (the wit- 
neſs) go to Mr. Wolſley's; and as he was going 
to Mr. Wolſley's, the witneſs' met Mr. Iſaac 
Read, who deſired him to go to the Court- 
houſe. The witneſs never knew of any meeting 
ELIT in 5 ns 
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ſo early as nine Oclock; the meetings < the 


corporation were generally held about twelve. or 
one; the Court-houſe door was open when they 
came out. The witneſs did not hear of, or ſee 
any notice poſted. . 

The fifth witneſs, Yames Ge was Produped 


on behalf of the ſitting members, to prove. the 


cuſtom of convening the corporation by ring of 
bell. He lived in Dundalk; was town · ſerjeant 
and marſhal-keeper ; had been town -· ſerjeant 
nine years the 24th of june then laſt. He was 
in Dundalk on the agth day of June, 17995 
Mr. Thomas Read was bailiff on that. day; he 3. 
always aſſembled the corporation on every 2gth 
June, by ring of bell; he never remembered 


the corporation to meet without ring of bell; 


the hour of twelve was the, cuſtomary hour of 


aſſembling ; ; he always rung the bell for three 


quarters of an hour, and he never uſed to ring 
any bell before nine o'clock. He went to Mr. 
Wrightſon at eight o'clock on the morning of 
the 29th of June; he was in the church-yard at 
nine o'clock, and one ſide of the Seffions-houſe 
door was open; he ſaw Mr. Read and five or 
ſix freemen i in the Sefſions-houſe ; ; it was about 
five or ſix minutes after the volunteers drum 


had beat off; the witneſs went to the Seſſions- 


houſe; he imagined the meeting was about 
volunteering, and not about any corporation 
bulineſs, for. he aſked Mr. Read what time he 
ſhould ring the bell; and Mr. Read then told 
him the election for, magiſtrate was over. Mr. 


E Wrightſon 
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Wrizhtſon told him, the witneſs, that Mr. Iſaae 

Read was choſen bailiff; the hour was then 
about a quarter after nine. 

985 He Was croſß- examined. 


He was town-ſerjeant in the year 1778. He 
did not remember to ſee any notices poſted in 
his life but two. He poſted a notice on the 20th 
of June, 1778. He was walking in the church 
at nine o'clock; and on hearing the volunteer 
drum beat, he immediately went into the Seſ- 
fidhe Kouſe ; he ſaw Mr. Read the bailiff, and 
Wrightſon Abit he alſo ſaw a book in court. 
Mr. Wrightſon never was a volunteer. The 
witneſs had no idea that it was a corporation 
meeting; ; he was in the bar at the time. When 
he was a few minutes in Court, Mr. Read de- 
fired him to cloſe the Court. The witneſs ſtood 
in the uſual place where he always ſtood, but 
did not think it was a corporate meeting until 
he was defired to cloſe the Court. He thought 

George Murphy aſked him (the witneſs) was he 
a freeman? to which he (the witneſs) anſwered 
he was not. When the witneſs was deſired to 
cloſe the Court, he miſtruſted it was for corpo- 
ration buſineſs. He remembered two notices 
were poſted ; he poſted the notice on the 29th 
of July. Mr. Read made application to Kim 
(the witneſs) for liberty to hold the meeting in 
the Meeting-houſe ; he could not tell Whether 
the 1 0 ng was made by Mr. Read between 
the interval of poſting the two notices. The 
witneſs told Mr. Read that he could not give 
2 4 | him 
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him an anfver ; and he aſſigned it as a reatins 

that he muſt et Lord Clanbraſſill's conſent firſt. 
Mr. Read bid him go to Lord Clanbraſſill, and 
aſk him the queſlion; and the witneſs went ac: 
cordingly, and made application to Lord Clan- 
braſſill, who told Gray he would give him no 
anſwer. The witneſs went to Mr. Read, and 
told him what Lord Clanbraſſill had ſaid. Mr. 
Read had a great coat on; and when the Court 
was over, he cloſed the book and put it in his 
breaſt. . 
Here the Counſel for the ſi itting Member cloſed 
their evidence as to the thirty-two | freemen 
made on the 29th June in the morning. 


The firſt witneſs on the part of the Petiti- 
oners was Mr. George Murphy. He had been a 
freeman of Dundalk upwards of 20 Years. He 
had very often attended corporate meetings, 
and had often attended at the making of free- 
men. He believed he has aſſiſted at the making 
of a bailiff more than once. The uſual way of 
convening the corporation had been by ring 
of bell, but that mode had been altered about 
ive years before the time when he gave his evi- 
dence; the mode adopted inſtead thereof, was 
by poſting of notices. He believed it was about 
ſive years ago that he ſaw the firſt notices 
poſted; it was within theſe laſt four years that 
the corporation had proceeded to the election 
of their bailiff by poſting of notices. He never 
had heard the bell rung for theſe four Years on 
the 29th June to aſſemble the corporation. He 


£2 meant 
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meant by the four years, the four years preced- 
ing the 29th June, 1782. He reſided in Dun- 
dalk, within two hundred yards of the Seflions- 
houſe ; he was ſure the bell could not have rung 
through 1 the corporation without his hearing of 
it. His opinion is, that the regular mode of 
convening the corporation for theſe four o or five 
oy laſt paſt was by poſting notices.” * * 3 

A queſtion being put to the witneſs to relate 
a converſation between him and Mr. Iſaac Read, 
the room was cleared for the Committee to 
determine whether that converſation ſhould be 
admitted as evidence? and when the Counſel 
were called in, the Committee informed them 
that they would admit it in this, but not in 
any other inſtance. n 
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His examination was then continued. 

"When the witneſs found the mode chang fed, 
he. aſked Mr. Iſaac Read the reaſon ? who told 
15 that Counſellor Shiell faid the Corporation 
ad done wrong by calling their meetings by 
ring of bell, and that it ought to be done by 
poſting notices. He had been Counſellor Shiell 
often with Lord Clanbraſſil. The witneſs had 
cen and read a notice on, the Seſſions-houſe 
door for holding an election on the 29th of 
June, 1782; ; he had ſeen a another notice poſted 
in the month of May, 178 2, for clecting a bur- 

gels. He attended a meeting on the morning 
of the 29th. of June in the, Seſſions. houſe, it 
was held, and the Court opened a little after 
nine o clock, and buſineſs, was not begun until 
ſeven or eight minutes after nine; he had been 
| yon 
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preſent at the tranſaQi6h the whole time, 


and the great door of the Seffions-houſe was 
open during the whole of the time; it was half 
open when tlie witneſs went there, and he 
opened the other half hiniſelf before any bu- 
ſineſs had been began. Mr. Thomas Read was 


bailiff, and Was not in Court wltcn the witneſs 


went chert; Mr. Read came in about three 
minutes after the witneſs. The Court was Hot 
opened until Mr. Wrightſon, the town-clevk, 
came. They immediately proceeded to buſineſs 
when the Court Was opened. The firſt buſineſt 
done was the election of bail; when Mr. Tho- 
mas Read propoſed Mr! John MeCartneys and 
had bis name inferted in the book; but the wit- 
neſs objected to him, becauſe Mr. M*Cartmey 
Was not a reſident inhabitant ef the town. Mr. 
Read did not bring the corporation book to the 


Courtehouſe; b ſervaiit?! boy brought it. 
When the witneſs objected d Mr. Me Cartney, 


the queſtion was then put, upon wich he (Mr. 
M.Cartney) was rejected, and his name eraſed. 


The witneſs propoſed Mr. Iſaac Read immedi- 


ately on Mr. M Cartney's rejection, but Mr. I. 


Read at firſt refuſed; but the witneſs, with all 


preſent, inſiſted on 1 (Mr. Read's) acceptiti 
the office of bailiff; and the queſtion being then 


Put, Mr. Iſaac Read was electedl. Mr. MeCurt- 


ney's name was eraſed out of the book, and 
Mr. Iſaac Read's inferted in the place of it. 
After the election of bailiff, a paper was handed 


to Mr. Thomas Read by one of the freemen, 


Mr. 


THE CASE or TE 


Mr. Thomas Page. When the þ aper was handed 
to Mr. Thomas Read, he heard it read; it was 

paper from ſeveral perſons praying to be made | 

reemen. Mr, Read then aſked, had the gen- 
tlemen preſent any objection to thoſe gentle- 
men being made free, whole petition they had 
heard. Mr, Read. read, the names over ſepa- 
rately ; read Mr. John Page's s name firſt, and 
aſked the perſons. preſent had they any objec- 
tion; and then put the queſtion on Mr. John 
Page, jun. And all the perſons preſent ſaid 


they thought they were very deſerving af their 


freedom, and then proceeded in the very ſame 
manner to all the reſt. Mr. Wrightſon, the 


_ town-clerk, was preſent, at the whole of theſe 


proceedings. He did not know of any other 
buſineſs being done; they wanted to ſwear in 
the new bailiff, but there was no book; there 


were eight or nine perſons more propoſed that 


were not in the petition, and they were all 54 


' mitted, He Propoſed his own three ſons, Mr. 


Page's three ſons, and one or two of Mr. Max- 
wells, and one of Sleater's ; they were all 
minors. -- The witneſs ſigned the books of pro- 
ceedings on the agth of June, but he did not 
ſign the act appointing Mr. Iſaac Read deputy 
bailiff. Mr. Thomas Read aſked Mr. Wright 
ſon, the clerk, for the book to ſwear in his fa- 
ther as deputy bailiff, but Mr. Wrightſon ſays 


be forgot it. There was a reaſon given by all 


preſent why they would not ſign the book; 
their ee was, becauſe the book of oaths 


could 
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could not be got. Mr. Thomas Read ſigned that 
act of aſſembly before the book was miſſed. 
Says he was preſent at the aſſembly on the firſt 
of Auguſt, 1782 ; Lord Clanbraſſill was in the 
chair. He remembered Lord Clanbraflill faid 
on that day, that Mr. Read bad ated impro- 
perly. It was a charge from the chair. The 
witneſs and Mr. Read objected to the proceed- 
ings of that day; and the witneſs and Mr. Read 
ſaid that Lord Clanbraſſill had no right to pre- 
ſide in that Court. There were ſeveral of the 
freemen that were made on the 29th of June 
preſent on that day, who alſo objected alſo to 
Lord Clermont. Mr. Johnſon objected to the 
proceedings, and left the Court. He and Mr. 
Thomas Read objected to the proceedings before 
the buſineſs was done, and left the Court. 
Mr. Johnſton, Mr. Archibald M Call, and Mr. 
Page, on the part of the thirty-two new free- 
men, and Mr. Stephen Page, Mr. Samuel Page, 
Montgomery Sleater, and he thought Mr. Zach- 
ariah Maxwell, were old freemen, who _ the 
Court. 


He was Ae e "2nyY) 


He attended Courts very often. When. P 


A corporate meetings, he ſometimes had 
ſigned the book, and ſometimes had not. He 
believed he had attended aflemblies for ſwearing 


-bailiffs three or four times within theſe five 


years paſt; he believed he had attended the 
ſwearing in of them three times; he did not 
look 1 into the book ſince the 29th * June, 82. 


He 


. THE CASE OF THE 


He did not look into them before. He believed 
and Was clear the bell was not rung to call a 
meeting within theſe laſt four or five years. It | 
was the duty of the town-ſerjeant to ring the 3 
bell when: ordered; he ſuppoſed the officer who 
rung the bell mult know when he does it. The 
Conrtswhich are held are for trying debts, the 
bailiff was the judge. There was a church- 
Talock and volunteers in that town; the volun- 
teers drum beat preciſely at nine o'clock in the 
morning and nine at night; he would take 
more notice of a bell than of a drum, he is ſo 
much uſed to the one more than the other. He 
believed there was not one perſon a freeman in 3 
Dundalk but who could read. He was preſent at 3 


an aſſembiy when Collier was made free. He was 1 
20 years 4 frerman, and never knew what be- 4 
came of tax on coals. He ſaw Mr. Read make Y 


the entries of freemen in the corporation book 
on the 29th of June; he ſtaid by him; it was AJ 
done on the bench of Court-houſe ; the entry of - 
the election of deputy bailiff was made ir the 3 
Court ; Mr. Read wrote the entry appointing 3 
his father deputy bailiff in Court; it was drawn A 
and ſigned before Mr. Read, attempted to {ſwear MR 
his father; Mr. Read made the entry before he NY 
aſked for the book; it was the book of, oaths 3 
that Was wanting. He knew. where Mr. Wright- 
Jon lived. Mr. Read anſwered, that the ſwear- 
Ing in his father would do at any time within 
20 days. Mr. Thomas Read aſked Wrightion 
tor the book of corporation oaths, and Wrightſon 
laid 
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ſaid he had forgot it; it was 50 minutes after 
nine before the witneſs left the Court that mor 
ing; there was a certificate of the election of 
Funnies Read as bailiff drawn for the Privy Coun- 
cil. The witneſs looked at his watch on coming 
out of Court, as he intended going to the coun- 
try to ſome labourers he had at work. The 
witneſs had no converſation with the two Mr. 
Reads, previous to the 29th of June, about 
what was to be done upon that day. The wit- 
neſs did not attend the meeting when Mr. Geo. 
Jocelyn was elected a burgeſs on the 28th of 
May, 1782. He never did recollect feeing a 
notice for meeting ſo early as nine o'clock: before 
that day (29th June), Mr. Page did not tell him 
the hour of meeting, but bid him not go out of 
town; he got no notice of the meeting on the 
firſt of Auguſt, but went there becauſe tlie 
whole town was in an uproar. He could not 
tell what court was to be held there until he 
went there; he did not ſee notices poſted of 
that meeting; he was determined to object to 
the proceedings of that day whether they were 
right or wrong. He did not know what Mr. 
Read was charged with. He remembered on 
the rt of Auguſt what they were doing on the 
29th of June, as well as what they were 
at the time he gave his teſtimony. Lord Clan- 
braſſill charged Mr. Read on that day with miſ- 
demeanor. He believed that Mr. Read had 
Counſellor Blackburne with him on the firſt of 
Auguſt; did not believe Mr. Read was removed 
AR: | F | 1 
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on that day. Mr. Wrightſon had been many 
years town-clerk.. The witneſs could not form 
any belief whether Mr. Wrightſon knew his 
duty or not. Mr. Thomas Read ſigned the en- 
try for his father, before the entries of the free- 
men. The cuſtom of electing bailiff was the 
firſt proceeding. The Court did not remain 
long after Mr. Wrightſon had ſaid that he had 
forgot the book of oaths. The town-ſerjeant 
came into Court on the 29th June juſt as the 
Court. was breaking up. He never heard of any 
report in the town of Dundalk that Lord Clan- 
braſſill intended to amove Mr. Read. He would 
attend the meetings during the four or five 
days he did not attend, if he had not been out 
of town. The meeting of the 29th of ſune 
proceeded to buſineſs immediately as ſoon as Mr. 
Wrightſon came in. Mr. Stephen Page read the 
petition, of the perſons. who applied; for their 
freedom. He did not think the queſtion on the 
petitioners names took three minutes. The wit- 
neſs never remained until the buſineſs of electing 
Hailiff was over until the 2gth of June. There 
Was a ſeparate queſtion on each body: 's name. 
but freemen on the agth J une. He believes Mr. 
Stephen Page read, part of the liſt. The minors 
did not, petition for their freedom. The queſ- 
tion was, put on each of them; and they were 
admitted The certiſicate to the Privy Counſel 
was written in Court. The proceedings where 
the eralement was: in, as not in Court. 
"I : >| Mr. 


rt © 9 
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Mr. Wrightſon atteſted: the entries in. Court. 


Mr. Read told the witneſs that Counſellor 'Shielf 
had told him that it was contrary to law to ring 
the bell. The bell is rung of a Thurſday: The 
bell was not rung on the 29th of June ànd 29th 
of September previous to June, 1782. 11 The 
witneſs was not ſerved with notice for thè meet- 


ing of the firſt of Auguſt; he had heard there 


was a meeting to be held at the Court- houſe o 


the ſirſt of Auguſt, 1782; and read the notice 


two or three days after the Court ſat. He could 


tell whether he was in town or not on the 27th 
July, 28th, os agth. He had heard of a meet: 


ing at the Diſſenting Meeting-houſe, at which 
the witneſs was preſent. He did not know the 
day of the month on which it was, but had 
heard that notices were ſerved on the freemen 
for that meeting. The witneſs's ſiſter-in-law; 
Miſs Wynne, lived with him at that time, and 


he was ſure ſhe would not have kept any notico 


that was to be left for him without giving it to 
him. He did not recollect the number in the 
 hſt given to Mr. Read, but there were chirty- 

two freemen made in all on the agth aof June. 
The witneſs never ſaw any freemen made at fo 
early an hour as nine o'clock, except on the-2gth 
of June, 1782. The freemens* names were en- 
tered in the book after the queſtion was put on 


each of them. The certificate to the Privy, 


Council was prepared before it was brought to 
the Seſſions- houſe, and a blank left for the name 
of the bailiff. I FFF 
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Mr: J Page being: produced as 2 * 
the Committee Teſglved, that Mr. J. Page was 
not competent evidence in this caſe, nor any 
other of, chat claſg who might ſtand in the bus 
predicament with Mr. J. Page. i Joi . 

Mr. Thamar Read. being produced to proue 
the facts that fell within his knowledge/ on 
the [2gth;-of June, 17 8a, and on the 29th of 
July following. The Committee - Room was 
cleared, and when the Counſel were called in, 
the Committee declared that it was reſolved, 
that the Committee would admit Mr. Read to 
give evidence to theipgint now in iſſue before 
the Committee, namely, the right of the thirty- 
two perſons claiming to have been choſen on the 
- 29th ſune, 1782, ſa far as his evidence does not 
extend to criminate or juſtify himſelf in any 

-on- which his on conduct has been queſ- 
tioned, and bath been alleged as e of his 
amotion from ofſicg mee 
The ſecond witneſs, Mr. Stephen Pogey was 


| priduce . for the petitioners. ' He had been a 


freeman of Dundalk” fixteen- or ſeventeen years. 
The ancient cuſtom of ſummoning the ROT? 
tion was:by ring of bell. He remembered a par 

_ ticular: Ateration in che cuſtom which was 5 
ſive or fix years ago, by the advice of Coun- 
ſellor Shiell, and was, inſtead of the former, to 
"= notices. It had been the cuſtom ever lince 
to poſt: notices. The witneſs lived in the lower 
ward at the time he gave teſtimony; the bell 
vie to * through * you" of .the borough 
w here 


— 
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where he lived. He knew the charter day for 
chooſing bailiff, and alſo when they are choſen 
and ſworn: into, oſſice. The bell has rung ſince 
the agth of June, 1782. The corporation bell 
did not ring for ſive years previous to the agth 
of June, 1782. He thought the bell could not 
ring during that period without his hearing of 
it during the ſive years it was uſual to ring the 
bell for the corporation on by- days. Had fre- 
quently, heard the bell ring for corporation meet- 
iog on bye-days. He was poſitive he never 
heard the bell ring from the time the mode was 
altered on 29th june and a2ꝛꝙth September to 
the year: 1782. He did not fee the notice fer 
the 29th.of June. Mr. John Page applied to him 
as a friend and as a freeman to make uſe of his 
intereſt to get his ſon and other friends their 
freedom. Mr. John Page was à reſident of - 
| Dundalk ſince he was born. Mr. J. Page is a 

Proteſtant, and a man of conſiderable dealings 
and property. Mr. John Page told him the 
hour of meeting was to be at nine o'dock; he 
thought he went to the Court-houſe eight or ten 
minutes after nine. His brother, Mr. Samuel 
Page, who. is alſo a freeman, went with him; 
they went in at the great front door; there was 
no perſon in the Court-houſe Wen they went 
there; he brought a liſt of perſons with him 
whom he intended ſhould be made free. He 
had not any converſation directly or indirectlß 
with Mr. Thomas Page, or any other perſon, 
| about who. the perſons were tw ſhould be made 
tree. 
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free. He believed he ſaw Mr. Read ſince he 
came from Swadlin- bar; he had no converſation 
with him about the perſons who were to be made 
free. Mr. Read came into Court ſoon after the 
witneſs, and went immediately to buſineſs. Mr. 
Ifaac Read, Mr. Wrightſon, Mr. Montgomery 
Sleater, Lyons and Mr. Murphy, and Mr. 
Gray; Mr. Wrightſon was in Court; Mr. Gray 
was not there when they went firſt to buſineſs. 
The firſt buſineſs done after the Court was 
opened, was the election of a magiſtrate. Mr. 
John M Cartney was written down in the cor- 
poration book by Mr. Thomas Read. Mr. 
M*<Cartney was objected to by George Murphy, 
who was ſeconded in that oppoſition by all pre- 
ſent. Mr. Thomas Read read the entry of Mr. 
M*<Cartney's name. The queſtion was put, and 
all preſent objected to him. Mr. Iſaac Read was 
then propoſed by Mr. Murphy, to which all the 
freemen preſent aſſented. The freemen then 
handed the petition with money to Mr. Read; 
Mr. Read opened the petition and read the pre- 
amble ; and then aſked whether Mr. John Page 
ſhould be admitted a freeman of the' corpora- 
tion, and ſo on alternately until he went through 
the whole of the names that were contained in 
the liſt, to which the freemen aſſented. The 
witneſs was in the Seſſions-houſe about three 
quarters of an hour, and the Court was over 
within that time. A book was brought to Mr. 
Thomas Read by his ſervant. ' Mr. Read then 
aſked for the book * the corporation oaths 

were, 


BOROUGH OF DUNDALK. 


| were, to ſwear in his father as deputy bailiff for 


the remainder of that year, and applied for it 


to Mr. Wrightſon the Regiſter ;, Mr. Wrightſon 


told Mr. Read he forgot it, or had it not; the 
book was not produced. During the tranfag⸗ 
tions of that day, the Seſſions-houſe door, was 
open the whole time. He did not recollect whe- 


ther there was any entry in the book relative to 


Mr. » Roy the bailiff. 
= He was croſ-examined.. 


About five or ſix years ago the mode was Bb 
Wa. of ringing of bell to poſting notices. He 
did not hear that Counſellor Shiell adviſed the 
ringing of bell together with the poſting of no- 
tices. He did not recollect being in Dundalk on 
the agth of June, 1782. He believed he had 
been at corporation meetings more than once on 
charter days. He could not ſay that the bell did 
not ring on charter days during fix or ſeven 
years. The liſt of names he gave in on the 29th 
June was above twenty. There were preſent at 
the meeting of the corporation, George Mur- 
phy, Montgomery Sleater, Mr. Wrightſon, Mr. 
Lyons, two Mr. Reads, and james Gray. He 


thought that in leſs than a quarter of an hour 


after he came to Court, James Gray came in; 
Lyons opened the Court, and Gray cloſed it. 
He was applied to by Mr. Page for his ſons and 
friends. He thought he ſaw Mr. Thomas Read 
in the ſtreet two or three days before the agth 
June, and ſhook. hands with him on his return 
from Swadling-bar. There was not any perſon 
113 T3311 In 
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in Court except 
tionetdl. No perſon applied to the witneſs about 


ſaid chat it was immaterial to ring 
that it was better to poſt notices. The time of 


Tur CASE" or THE * 
the perſons whom be men- 


the liſt Se Mr. Page. Mr. Wrightſon pre- 


| pared the entry in the corporation book where 
Mr. M*Cartney's name was entered. There had 


been very thin meetings on the charter days, 
and the regiſter had been obliged to ſend out 
for people to ſign the book. He believed Mr. 
Read had an employment from Lord Clan- 
braſſill; and heard that Counſellor Shiell had 
the bell, and 


chuſing bailiff might be done in about three 


quarters of an hour; the ordinary time taken 
in chuſi 
Ihe witneſs going to Court when the volunteer 


ti thi BARE ab one wiehin zn hour. 


drum was beating; the time he quit Court was 


within a few minutes of ten; he ſuppoſed the 


drum ſet off from Lord Clanbrafſill's houſe on 
the 29th June. He thought the buſineſs of the 
29th of June began by chuſing bailiff. He ſigned 


three acts of the corporation, and a looſe paper 


that was drawn up in Court. He believed Gray 
was preſent at the meeting on the 29th of June. 


Mr. John Page told him the hour of meeting. 
He did not know whether there would have 


been a greater meeting at twelve than there was 
at nine o clock. He believed he would have ſuc- 


coeeded if he had propoſed the ſame perſons 
at twelve o'clock. 


He heard the meeting of 
nine o'clock was complained of as taking the 
een by furpriſe, He never made any 

| | intereſt 


BOROUGH OF DUNDALK. 


intereſt for the perſons contained in the liſt. He 
was poſitive Mr. Read entered the names of per- 
ſons immediately after the queſtion; the entry 
was written in Court. He did not recollect read- 
ing the names to Mr. Page. He was certain Mr. 
Read entered the tranſaction in Court, and the 
witneſs afterwards ſigned it. When the witneſs 
went to Court on the morning of the agth of 
June, he did not think the meeting would be 
conſidered as taking the corporation by ſurpriſe, 85 
He was not at the election of Capt. Jocelyn; 
he had heard the notice was for nine o'clo 

and had heard of the meeting of the. 2gth of 
June from Mr. Page and others. The witneſs 
went through his own liſt before he propoſed 
any minors. Mr. Read entered the name of one 
perſon before he proceeded to another ; he re- 
collected the minors names that were in the liſt; 
he remembered there were three Mr. Pages; ; 
he had heard that there was a meeting for the 
election of a bailiff held at nine o'clock before 
that of the agth of June ; the common weekly 
meetings of the corporation were held between. 
eleven and one. He. believed there was not a 
Court meeting for a quarter of a year previous 
to the 29th of June.. He had known charter 
meetings to be very thin, and attended by not 
above three or four. He was poſitive there was 
no perſon preſent but burgeſſes and freemen at 
the meeting of the 29th of June. The ſervant 
that brought the book to Mr. Read went away 
directly. 3 
G The 
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The third . Mr. Zachariah Maxwell, 
was produced on behalf of the petitioners. He 
lived i in Dundilk, Was a freeman, and had. lived 
there ſixteen years ; : Was made a freeman in the 
the year 1 766 had often attended corporation 
meetings, and had attended the great 1 8 
meetings on the 29th of June and 29th of Se 


Sep- 


tember, very frequently. When he knew the 


corppration firſt, he remembered the bailiff to 
invite the freemen to a feaſt. on the day they 
were to chuſe a magiſtrate. He did not recol- 
lect having heard the bell rung where he lived, 


When he kn ew the. town firſt, he had ſeen the 


town-ferj r 2 ſtand at the Court. houſe door, and 
ring al be to come in; he remembered the firſt 
time he faw notices to have been poſted, Was 
about five years ago. He had attended to ſee the 
tolls ſet ; he did not know when the practice of 


the bell ceaſed. The names were brought in 


entered i in A book; he did not recollect 3 | 
not ſummoned to any meetin of ge reps 
on the firſt of Auguſt, 1782; 50 was a reſident 
freeman of the corporation of Dundalk at that 
time; he did not attend the meeting; he could 
not tell whether any arguments might have been 
uſed there to make him alter his opinion; but 
from what he knew of Mr. Read he would not 

have voted for his amoval. © 

| He was croſs- examined. 

„This witneſs's houſe is a conſiderable way from 
the Court-houſe ; he did not recollect hearing 
the 
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the bell ring where he lives for calling corpora- 
tion meetings; ; there were gardens between his 
houſe and the Court-houſe. He had attended 
corporate meetings, but moſtly when the tolls 
were to be let. He knew. Mr. Crombie, Mr. 
John McCall, Mr. Guineſs, Mr. Vickers, Mr. 
Byrne, Mr. Forſter, William Ogle, John Ogle, 
and Mr. Henry Ogle ; ; they were all of age ex- 
cept John Forſter. The witneſs believed that he 
was at his own houſe on the 29th June; he 
might have gone to the quay ; he was ſure he 
was in health that day ; he did not believe there 
was a ſummons left at his houſe on that day; he 
had inquired minutely about it from his clerks, 
and they ſaid there was none left; he aſked his 
three ſons and his wife particalarty”” He be- 
lieved he lived within the precincts of the corpo- 


ration, and always conſidered his houſe to be ſo, 


He did not hear a ſentence from any one that the 
meeting was conſidered to. be by ſurpriſe until 
the meeting was over. The witneſs was not ſur- 
priſed at the early meeting of the 29th of June. 
The meetings for electing bailifls were held at 
different times between ten and two; he heard 
ſome people ſay that it was an e . time to 
hold meetings at nine, while ſome ſay to the 
contrary ; but it ſeemed to be an undecided 
matter. 1 | 
The fourth witneſs for the petitioner, Mr, 
Thomas . Read, was produced. He ſaid he was 
elected bailiff of the corporation of Dundalk on 
the 29th of June, 1781, and ſworn in on the 


G 2 — 29th 
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29th September following. He recollected hold- 
ing 2 meeting as bailiff on the 28th of May, 
1782; the purpoſe of the meeting was to chuſe 
a burgeſs in the room of ' Mr. Forteſcue ; he 
poſted a notice for that purpoſe at the IH of 
nine; that is, he directed the town-clerk to do 
it. He beheved it was between 11 and 12 when 
he held the meeting; his reaſon was, he did not 
know who Lord Clanbraſſill meant to have 
choſen ; he would have held that meeting at 
the hour of nine if he had. known Lord Clan- 
braſſill's intentions. He did, after that, direct a 
notice for a meeting to be held on the 29th June 
at nine o'clock. He had no previous know. 
ledge of the liſt of freemen intended to be made 
free on the 29th of June. He had been applied 
to frequently by Mr. Page, that he (the witneſs) 
ſhould not oppoſe his (Mr. Page's) and his ſons, | 
obtaining their freedom. The witneſs had no 
previous notice that the men contained in the 
liſt ſhould be made free on that day. He had 
had a converſation with ſome perſons relative to 
a compromiſe. On the firſt of Auguſt, 1782, 
there was a meeting held for chuſing a bailiff 
in his (the witneſs's) room ; the witneſs attended 
that meeting in order to object to the proceed- 
ings if neceſſary. Lord Clermont preſided 
when he thought the buſineſs was about chuſing 
a bailiff, he (the witneſs) aſked Lord Clermont, 
if that buſineſs was to be proceeded on? Lord 
Clermont beckoned to Fw (the witneſs), and 


whiſpered 
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whiſpered and faid to him, he wiſhed to have 
ſome converſation with him (the witneſs), and 
appointed Mr, Wolſey's houſe to meet in; they 
met according to appointment; and Lard Cler- 
mont lamented there was ſo much confuſion in 
the town, and wiſhed an end might be put to 
it. The witneſs repreſented to Lord Clermont, 
the bad conſequences of ſuch diſputes. Lord 
Clermont declared that he, as a friend to both 
parties, wiſhed to reconcile the difference ; on 
which Mr. Read (the ' witneſs) anſwered, he 
wiſhed it as much as he (Lord Clermont). 
Lord Clermont then ſaid, he looked over the 
liſt of freemen made on the 29th of June, and 
that he thought them very proper perſons, and . 
that he would recommend to Lord Clanbraſſill 
to conſirm them, or to let them remain, and alſo 
to add his own immediate connections to the 
liſt. Mr. Read told Lord Clermont, that he 
was by no means a principal in the matter, or 
even a party in the buſineſs; that if a compro- 
miſe ſhould take place between Lord Clanbraſſill 
and the new created freemen, that he could not 
conſent to any of his own relations to be ap- 
pointed. Lord Clermont preſſed a compromiſe, 
but Mr. Read ſaid he could not make any with 
him. Lord Clermont then requeſted he would 
uſe bis good oſſices with the new freemen ; Mr. 
Read (the witneſs) anſwered they ſhould not be 
wanting. Mr. Read (the witneſs) aſked” Lord 
en whether Lord Clanbraſſill empowered 
him 
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him to make terms; to which his Lordſhip re- 
plied, not expreſaly. The witneſs then ſaid he 
would not make: any conditions until Lord Clan- 
braſſill had empowered him (Lord Clermont) to 
make terms. Lord Clermont then went to Lord 
Clanbraflill, and at his return, told the witneſs 
he had full powers. Lord Clermont then men- 
tioned, that the freemen made on the 29th of 
June ſhould ſtand, and that they had liberty to 
name ſome more, and that they ſhould be 
elected. He then preſſed that he ſhould inter- 
fere; and Mr. Read (che witneſs) told him, 
1 he ſhould have a meeting of the new free- 
men that evening. Lord Clanbraſſill did not 
propoſe terms at that day. Next day Lord Cler- 
mont ſaid, the new freemen ſhould give their 
Words and honours not to oppoſe Lord Clan- 
braſſill in the borough. On the evening of the 
5th of Auguſt, he (che witneſs) convened all the 
reſident new freemen in town, and told them 
Lord Clanbraſſill's propoſals. They all poſitively 
refuſed coming to terms until Mr. Charles Lyſ- 
ter ſhould be removed from his'office' of poſt- 
maſter. | Mr. Read then aſked the new freemen, 
if Lord Clanbraſſill ſhould conſent to the fe- 
moval of Lyſter, would they then agree to Lord 
Clanbraſſill's terms, of not oppoſing him in the 
' borough; and they then ſaid they were ready to 
agree to thoſe terms. The reaſon given for their 
wiſh for the removal of Lyſter was, that he uſed - 
frequently toopen their letters. The freemen then 
proceeded to name ten others for their freedom. 
A memorial 
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A 8 was then drawn, up, ſtating the 
charges againſt L ylter, and, the witneſs was, de- 
ſired not to agree to any, terms until the prayer 
of that memorial ſhould' be granted. Than, wit- 
neſs. told the meeting, that, Lord Clermont had 
appointed that eve ing 10 meet im the wit⸗ 
neſs; but as he then pH himſelf vary, ill, he 
(the WEE) requeſted they w W would appoint fog 
other perſon to go to Lord Clermont. Mr, John 
Page and Mr. Garret Byrne Were then 8 
to go and meet Lord Ger mont, On the next 
day Lord. Clermont called on him (the witnels), 
and faid the requeſt | of t ie pew fr 3 rela. 

tive to Lyſter, Was totaly unconnected with the 
affairs of the borough, and ſaid if the tntatit. 
ants had any complaints a -2jnſt Lyſter, he (Lord 
Clermont) was ready to 177 en to it as Poſt Maſ- 
ter General, but that he: could. not conceive,it 
could be taken into the compromiſe. At t 
time Mr. John Page came in, and Mr. J. M.Cart- 
ney. Mr. M Cartney went over the ſame argu- 
ments Lord Clermont had made uſe of, before 3 
and the witneſs anſwered that he was delivering, 
the ſentiments of the freemen, not his on. 
bat if he ſhould agree to any terms different 
from what they had propoſed, they would not 
agree to them. Lord Clermont bid him ſpeak. 
to the gentlemen, and try to convince them they 
were wrong. The witneſs told them, that 
plying to them individually would not do, but 
that if he (Lord Clermont) thought Property, he. 
(the witneſs) would call another mecting ; but 


* that 
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that he had reaſons to believe they would not 
agree to any other terms. On the gth of Au- 
guſt a meeting was held, and Mr. Read preſided 
as bailiff; it was a much greater meeting than 
ufual, and moſtly old men; the thirty-two. free- 
men were confirmed. at that meeting, and alfo 
the ten others. Lord Clermont attended the 
meeting. The proceedings of that day were 
fead to Lord Clermont, and he ſigned them. He 
| knew the hand-writing of Lord Clermont, Lyſ- } 
ter, and Alborough Wri ghtſon. The corpo- 
ration'book was in Court on the gth of Auguſt ; ; 
the perſons preſent did not defire that the pro- 


, ceedings of the firſt of Auguſt ſhould be en- 


tered in the corporation book that day. It was 
the uſage of the freemen in that corporation to 
atteft each diſtinct act of the corporation ſepa- 
rately. The corporation bell was rung on the 
gth of Auguſt. The affidavits relative to Lyf- 
ter that Mr. Read produced on that day, were 
fworn to in the preſence of Lord Clermont, and 
Lord Clermont took them and put them into his 
pocket. An adjournment was moved for in 
open Court by one of the old freemen. The 
queſtion was then put in the uſual way, to the 
15th Auguſt—it paſſed unanimouſly; ; the day 
named in the adjournment was named by the 
freemen. The witneſs told Lord Clermont that 
the freemen expected the removal of Lyſter, to 
which his Lordſhip anſwered, he could not tell 
whether the charges contained in the affidavits 


were true or not. At the meeting of the gth 
of 
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of Auguſt, the new freemen expreſſed great 

wonder 5 Lyſter was not removed, and ſaid, 
fince he had not been removed, they would 
make new freemen on the meeting to be held 
the i th. He told the new freemen he would 
not tell Lord Clermont what had paſſed; and 
they ſaid he might, provided he would not tell 
their: ſecrets The witnefs' faid he was emis 
pow ered to tell Lord Clermont every tranſac- 
tion but the one, of making new freemen. The 
witneſs theti wrote a letter to Lord Clermont, 
to which his Lordſhip returned an anſwer, that 
he did not comprehend it. The witneſs then 
told Lord Clermont, that it was abſolutely ne- 
ceflary that the witneſs ſhould be appriſed of 
Mr. Lyſter's removal, and he requeſted Lord 
Clermont to write a letter to that purport. The 
witneſs did not receive any letter or meſſage 

from Lord Clermont prior to the 15th of Au- 
guſt; and his (the witneſs's) reaſon for his ſo 
earneſtly entreating that Lyſter ſhould be re⸗ 
moved was, the anxiety he was in for fear that 
new freemen ſhould be propoſed on the r5th'; 

he repeated his ſolicitations. There was a meet- 
ing held on the 15th, and the bell was rung on 
that day, and notices poſted on the gth for the 
purpoſe of that meeting; the meeting was held 
after twelve, and the bell continued ringing 
longer than the uſual time in hopes Lord Cler- 
mont would come to the meeting. The witneſs 
had heard before and after the meeting of the 
1 Sch, that the freemen had no intention of op- 
« | BEES poſing 
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poſing Lord Clanbraſſill in the borough if Lyſter 
was removed. There was a queſtion of adjourn- 
ment moved þy a freeman, and the witneſs put 
the queſtion, and it was ſuggeſted that the ad- 
journment ſhould be the 22d of Auguſt follow- 
ing. He (the witneſs) was told Lord Clermont 
came into town on the 15th, and ſent a meſſage 
to Mr. Read who was then in Court. On the 
15th of Auguſt, the firſt buſineſs done was'the 
ſwearing in of freemen, on purpoſe to delay in 
hopes Lord Clermont would come to Court. 
After that buſineſs was over, one of the free- 
men preſented a petition from a number of per- 
ſons deſiring to be made free, and the witneſs 
put the queſtion on each of them, aud marked 
their names off in the petition, and then entered 
them in the book. A ſecond petition was then 
preſented for the ſame purpoſe, and agreed to 
in like manner as the former. A meſſage came 
from Lord Clermont to the witneſs (Mr. Read) 
during the ſitting of Court, to which he (the 
witneſs) ſent for anſwer, he would attend his 
Lordſhip as ſoon as the Court was over. He 
then went to his Lordſhip to Mr. Page's houſe, 
and reminded him (Lord Clermont) of the for- 
mer converſation, who ſaid it was very true; 
but he (Lord Clermont) did not think the free- 
men would be ſo haſty in their proceedings. The 
witneſs obſerved to his Lordſhip, that before he 
left the Court-houſe, he mentioned the meſlage 
of Lord Clermont, to which they all ſaid that 
they had no intention to oppoſe Lord Clan- 
braſſill, 
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braffill or to wreſt the borough out of his 
hands, and that they would pledge themſelves 
for the new freemen if his Lordſhip would but 
conſent to their terms. Lord Clermont then 
aſked the witneſs, was that the only means that 


could be deviſed ? to which the witneſs replied, 


that he had no other terms to add, but that 


Lord Clanbraſſill ſhould not ſhew any enmity to 


ſome of the new freemen who were in his Lord- 
ſhip's power. They then went to old Mr. 
Read's, and had 'a compromiſe, and it was 
agreed that any diſpute in future' ſhould be ſet- 
tled by arbitration. ' It was next agreed that 
| Lyſter muſt be removed. The witneſs ſaid that 
Lord Clanbraſſill muſt accede to the agreement, 

or that the new freemen would conſider their 
words and honours which they had paſſed Lord 


Clanbraſſill to be void. The witneſs had told 


the freemen, that until they were certain that 
Lord Clermont had not acceded to this agree- 
ment, it was very wrong to make any new free- 
men. There was a great number ſworn at this 
meeting of the 15th. The entries of the 22d of 


Auguſt proved, and Mr. Read proved the hand- 


writing of ſeveral perſons at the meetings of 
the 22d, 23d, 27th, and 28th of Auguſt; the 


4th, 13th, 19th, and 28th September ; he alſo 


proved the hand-writing to the adjournment of 
the aſſembly of the gth, 1 5th, 22d, 27th, and 
28th of Auguſt, to the 4th, 13th, 19th, and 26th 


of Kerr At the above Dama notices 
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aforeſaid adjournments the queſtion was always 
put by a freeman. He (the witneſs) had known 
Alborough Wrightſon ſince a child; Alborough 
Wrightſon was recommended to the corporation 
as town-clerk. The right of Mr. Wrightſon to 
the office of town-clerk: had been: diſputed z it 
was ſince the 29th, of June, e Mat * Ms 
been diſpute. 

It was here propoſed: to examine Mr. 1 as 
to the proceedings of the ſirſt of Auguſt, and a 


queſtibn was put by the chairman, Whether the 
Committee ſhould or ſhould not admit Mr. Read 


ig he examined as to the proceedings of the firſt 
of. Auguſt, and the Committee- room was 
cleared, and after ſome conſideration, the Coun- 
{el were called in, and the chairman informed 
them, that ©, It is the opinion of the Commit- 
e tee, that they ſhould not examine Mr. Tho- 
<« mas: Read relative to any proterdlingy of the 


« firſt of Auguſt. .. At 1 


Mr. Read's examination was thaw: ee 
lle knew the tolls of the corporation. He 
3 the gentlemen who were made free on the 
29th/\of June, and that ſome of denn, are un. 
waer therewith. 7 
29% Hewes POT bs POS} 
* It was the witneſs's ſincere wiſh to have an 


| accommodation. There was a notice poſted: for 


the gth of Auguſt ; the notice for the gth- of 


Auguſt did not fpecity that freemen were to be 
elected on the 1 5th. He ſays he did not think i it 
F PS” to write to Lord Clanbraffill at Tulla- 


more; 
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more; he afterwards wrote to Lord Clanbraſſill, 
though he did not think proper to inform him 
of the freemens' intentions. He could not ac- 
count for the entries of proceedings not being 
ſigned, but by freemen going away before the 
buſineſs, was over: He had known adjourn- 
ments to ſpecify the purpoſes for which: the ad- 
Jjournment was made. He believed the purpoſes 
of the different meetings from the 5th of Au; 
guſt to the 28th of September, were never men · 
tioned to the corporation. Mr. Joſeph Green, 
who was elected freeman on the 29th: of June, 
is his (the witneſs's) couſin, is bis clerk, and 
lies in his houſe. The entries of the gth of Au- 
guſt were drawn up by the witneſs, and alio the 
proceedings of the gth. He did not believe the 
notice for the 'gth of Auguſt mentioned the pur- 
poſes of the meeting. It was uſual to elett free: 
men on bye- days. He (the witneſs): returned 
from Swadlipg-bar on the morning of the 28th z 
be ſaw Mr. Page in the ſtreet on that morning. 
He flept at Caſtle-Blaney on the 27th, and came 
to Dundalk on the 28th before breakfaſt; he did 
not return from Swadling-bar after the 29th ; 
he ſent a ſervant on Wan with er b 
bis ur. ff 1 1 | 
The. fifth nes 705 th bed Mr. 
Samuel Page, © was produced as to the tranſaction 
of the 29th of June. He was a freeman of the 
| haroagh of Dundalk upwards of 14 years; and 

had reſided therein for that time. The corpo- 

ration had been convened by poſted notices 
within 
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within the five or ſix years laſt paſt. The wit- 
neſs had ſeen notices poſted for a meeting on the 
29th of June. Antecedent to the laſt four or 
five years the corporation had been aſſembled by 
ring of bell, He had not known the bell to ring 
within theſe laſt five years. He had. known the 
bell to ring within the laſt twelve or fifteen 
months. He had not known any bell to ring 
precedent to the 29th of June, 1782. He at- 
tended the meeting of the 29th of June, 17823 
there was a notice poſted of that meeting, and 
he faw the notice, it was for nine o'clock ; he 
read it himſelf four or five days before on the 
pump, the uſual place for poſting notices. The 
witneſs went to the meeting a little after nine, 
The volunteer drum Was beating by his door as 
he was going to that meeting. He believed he 
(the witneſs) was one of the firſt at the Seſſion- 
houſe; he was there about ſeven or eight mi- 
nutes before they went to buſineſs; he went in 
at the front door; it Was half open. His bro- 
ther Stephen Page, George Murphy, Montgo- 
mery Sleater, Lyons, the two Mr. Reads, and 
Mr. Wrightſon the town-clerk, were at the meet- 
ing. Mr. Thomas Read aſked for the 'town- 
ſerjeant ; the ſerjeant was not there. The Court 
was opened by Lyons in the ufual Way. Mr. 
Read opened the corporation book, The wit- 
neſs recollected a perſon came into Court with a 
book, and gave it to Mr. Read. Mr. Read 
aſked, was it the opinion of the meeting that 
W TN TOR Would be made bailiff? 
ll they 
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they all ſaid no; and Murphy objected to Mr: 
M Cartney that he did not think him a proper 
perſon, as he was not a reſident ; and he George 

Murphy then propoſed Mr. Iſaac Read, and the 
freemen thereon, all ſaid Aye, Aye. Mr. Tho- 
mas Read then put the queſtion, and all preſent 
agreed thereto. Mr. Iſaac Read objected to the 
choice, as he was an old man, and very infirm, 


and did not wiſh to undertake the office of bai- | 


liff. Mr. M*Cartney's name was ready written 


in the corporation book, and it was eraſed out- 


of the book with a knife, and Mr. Iſaac Read's 
name inſerted in the place of it. Mr. Thomas 
Read entered the name of Iſaac in the book. 
His (the witneſs's) brother Stephen Page handed 


a petition to Mr. Thomas Read, of ſeveral gen- 
tlemen of the town, praying to be admitted to 


their freedom. Mr. Read then mentioned, that 


there was a petition handed to him from ſeverat 


perſons for their freedom, upon which he pro- 
poſed them by putting the queſtion. John Page's 


name was the firſt in theliſt ; Mr. Read put che 


queſtion on him, and they all aſſented. Mr. 
Read then went on with the next, and put the 


queſtion as before, and ſo on with the fourth, 


ſifth, alternately, until he went through the 
whole of the liſt, putting the queſtion ſeparately 
on each perſon. Mr. Read held a paper in his 


| hand, and as well as he could ſee from the dife. 
tance he was then from him, he made a ſtroke to 
the perſon's name as they were elected. He 


. thought he ſaw little bits of paper handed to 
Mr, 
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| Mr: Read; he; as well ag he recollected, ſaw 
George Murphy give Mr. Read a liſt of perſons 
to be made free; Mr. Read acquainted the 
Court therewith, and aſked the opinion of the 
Court thereupon, and then put the queſtion, 
and read over the names ſeparately, and aſked 
them were they fatisfied that they ſhould be 
made free; he was poſitive he put the queſtion - 
ſeparately on each perſon ; his brother Stephen 
Page handed in another: liſt; and alſo another; 
the, laſt was a liſt of perſons to be made free; 
ſome were his (the witneſs's) children, and ſome 
of his friends. He (the witneſs) could not re- 
member what was done with the laſt liſt. He 
ſaw entries made in the Court-houſe that morn- 
ing by Mr. Thomas Read, but was not near him, 
and therefore could not tell what. the entries 
| were; they were made after the freemen were 
made. The witneſs. ſigned the entry to the 
making of the freemen ; the names of the free- 
men were entered in the corporation book. 'The 
ink was freſh. He (the witneſs): recolleted 
ſigning a paper; it was a memorial to the Privy 
Council. There was a deputy bailiff ap- 
pointed on that morning; old; Mr. Read. Mr. 
Thomas Read called to Mr. Wrightſon for the 
book of oaths ; Mr. Wrightſon faid he had for- 
gotten it. He ſays the corporation book was 
given to Mr. Wrightſon, and he ſigned it. There 
was an entry made of a deputy bailiff; the wit- 
neſs could not tell whether it was made in 
Court or not. He did not recollect any thing 
3 . further 
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en — done that LY The Court WAS 
then adjourned by James Gray, the town-ſer- 
jeant, who had come into Court during the pro- 
ceedings. He (the witneſs) left the Court-houſe, 
went home, and juſt arrived there when the 
clock had ſtruck ten. | 
He was 565 


The ancient uſage of convening the corpora- 


tion was by ring of bell. He believed the ufual - 


hour of ſummoning the corporation was at 
twelve. He did not know whether there would 
be a greater meeting at twelve o'clock than at an 
earlier hour. He had attended meetings where 
only three or four were preſent. He believed if 
Mr. M*<Cartney had known of the meeting of 
the 29th, he would have attended. He did not 
know whether Lord Clanbraſſill was in the 
Court-houſe in Dundalk on the morning of the 
29th of June ; he ſaw him afterwards. The 
witneſs had often attended the corporation meets 
ings, and did not ſee Lord Clanbraflill there. 
Had heard a meeting was held on the aꝗth of 
June to proteit againſt the proceedings of the 
morning. He could not form a belief whether 
Lord Clanbraſſill would have attended the meet- 
ing if it had been at twelve o'clock. He knew 
Mr. Lyſter. He believed Mr. Lyſter might have 
attended the meeting at nine o'clock if he had 
known of it. He believed Capt. Jocelyn might 

have attended ſaid meeting. Believed Mr. Lyſ- 
ter, Mr. Moretz, Brady, Wright, Me. Ivers, 
Baily, 15 Malon, T. Sleater, Murray, Elphin- 
2 9 ſton, 
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Non, $50 or —— hav e . if chey 
had known of the meeting. Ie believed if the 
above gentlemen had attended the meeting at 
nine o'clock, that the freemen would not dave 
been elected. He (the witneſs) went into the 
Grand Jury. room, and there ſaw Montgomery 
Sleater. The volunteers drum beat regularly 
every morning at nine o' clock. There is another 
way of going into the Grand Jury-room with- 
out going in at tlie great door. The Court was 
opened by John Lyons; Gray had not come. 
He ſaw James Gray in Court. He believed the 
election was better than half over before Gray 
came into Court. The witnefs's couſin, John 
Page, folicited him (the witneſs) to get hindand 
others made freemen. His (the witneſs's) houſe 
is about ſive or ſix hundred yards from the 
Court-houſe. He heard no bell ring for the 
early meeting. He got to the Court houſe five 
or ſix minutes after nine, in leſs than eight or 
ten minutes after the buſineſs had begun. He 
had heard there was an expreſs ſent about to 
ſummon perſons for the meeting at 12 o'clock. 
He did not believe the meeting would be ſo full 
only for the expreſſes. According as the free- 
men were elected Mr. Read marked them off. 
He believed the purpoſe of the corporation 
aſſembling at nine o'clock on the 29th of June, 
was for the purpoſe of making freemen. The 
hour of meeting prior to the 29th of june was 
uſually at twelve. He believed the 32 freemen 
ao on the 296k of h were not in the intereſt | 
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Zachariab Maxwell, was produced to diſcredit 
the evidence of the firſt witneſs (Mr. William 
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of Lord Clanbrafill He dd not A thei inter- 
lineation in the corporation book was Mr. Tho- 
ma; Read's hand-writing. He did not ſee the 


memorial and certificate drawn, up in Court, or 


the ſeal put to it; it might or might not be 
aA there. The memorial and certificate were 
both written before the witneſs figned them. He 
belie ved Mr. M. Cartney wuld not have attended 
the meeting at 12 o'clock, if it was nat, for the 
purpoſe . of proteſting. The gentlemen who 
ſigned the proteſt, ſeldom or ever 8 ay 


meeting of the corporation. 


The room was here Geek and wh the 
ee, as called in, the chairman informed 
them, that the Committee had reſolved, © that 
they would not admit Mr. Read's evidence as 
« to the freemen made. on the 29th of e at 
— nine o'clock.”? 


The dixth- witneß for the benen, Mr. 


Green). He knew Mr. Wilkam Green of 
Dundalk ; he had known him pretty well for 
eighteen years, and ſometime before that time. 
As to himſelf (the witneſs), he would not credit 


him on his word or his oath; he is a man of 


infamous character ;—it was a common. faying 
in Dundalk, that if any thing came from Wil- 
lam Green, it muft be falfe. 
le was croſs-examined. 
He had heard of Green's being examined in 
2 court of juſtice, but he (the witneſs) did not 
12 | believe 


debt. 
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| believe what he ſaid, uc from his general 
manner of expreſſing himſelf, and the want of 


probability in what he was ſuying, it could not 


be true; he knew from his own knowledge 


What de (Green) had faid could not be true. 
The witneſs never had read nor ſeen any notes 
taken before this Committee; but he had known 
an inſtance where Green's jokes had done an in- 


jury. The witneſs bad went to his (Green's) 
houſe, with others, to taſte ſome brandies; he 


had bought, and Green went to Mr. Read, from 
whom he (Green) had bought the brandy, and 
told him that the witneſs had ſaid that it was 


| . t worth one-third of what he was charged for 


The witneſs received a note from Mr. Read, 
8 know the reaſon of his (the witneſs's) having 
faid ſo; and when he (the witneſs) ſpoke to 
Green, he ſaid it was a joke. But only if it had 
not been for the good ſenſe of Mr. Read, it 
might have proved a ſerious one to the witneſs. 
He had never heard that Green was indicted for 
perjury. He had frequented his houſe after- 
wards very often. There was a murder in Dun- 
dalk, and Green gaveevidence there; the jury 
found verdict for the fide Green gave evidence 
for; but Green's was the only teſtimony he (the 
witneſs) did not believe. Green bought bran- 
dies from him (the RT; and failed in his 


The ſeventh witneſs, the Rev. John Hooks, br: 


| produced for the fitting member, lived in Dun- 


dalk ; was curate and ocaler; had lived 
5 there 
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there five years, ani had known William Green 
the moſt of that time Green 's character was 
univerſally bad; he would give no credit to bis 

oath, nor did he know any one that would. 
Mr. Henry Funny, produced in "ſupport ef 
Mr. William Green's character he had lived 
in Dundalk ſive years, and knew Wittam 
Green very well. Ne ſerved his Majeſty as lĩeu- 
tenant of dragoons ; he knew nothing of Mr. 
Green that ſhould induce him not to believe his 
oath ;—had heard he was a bouncer. He never 
heard him tell a ſolemn lie to injure any body. 
He had never known an inſtande where Mr. 
Green has been ne as wWitneſs in any 
Court of Juſtice. tn 29t 2 v no Nau 
Fuairſar Mercer, Eſq." 2 fame pofnt.— 
Knows the town and neighbourhoot of Dun- 
_ dalk;—knows William Green he had nd rea- 


ſon to ow Mr. Green” 8 heal Hould not be 'be- 


lie ved. TI, 1 F The A ws 11 A ; 


Ny 30 II was aeg eme 279 


„He- Hevet Had kept Green company; had 


heard that Mr. Green is fond of fiſhing and fowl- 5 


ing; and that if he ſniot one pair of cocks, he 
would: fay that he ſhot four or five. "That 
Mr. Maxwell's houfe is as far from Green's as 


his. The witneſs hever had” any dealings with 


. 
Here the pelitioners doſed their evidence with 
___— the tranſactions of the 29th of June. 


The entry of the corporation book of the 


Far of r 1782, Po Prins to be an entry 
of 
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of the ation. was pad to 0 _ and 
objected to by the Counſel for the ſitting mem- 


bers as not being a corporate act, and the Com- 


mittee came to the following Reſolution, viz. 
gh Reſolved "unanimouſly, that the /perſons 
a chiming to have been elected freemen on the 
6 29th day of June, 1782, had not a right to 
vote at the laſt election for Members to repre- 


- < ſentthe borough, of Dundalk. i in hg e 


S Parliament.” GG 


It was then W ae: doch Aides, — aa | 
majority of old votes made previous to the 29th 


of June, 1782, is with tlie fitting members, and 


if they only were competent to vote, the ſitting 


members are duly elected; but that if the voters 


made after 7: Ha 29th day. of June, 3782, are 


Here the 
| elauſe in 
che char- 
ter was 
proved 
and read, 
relative to 
che remo- 
val of 
bdailiff. 


good, then the majority is with the pelitioners, | 
and 1 in that; caſe they are duly elected. 1; 
Mr. John M*Cartney was then oral to 


prove the amotion of Mr. Read, Adiliff, on the 


brit of Auguſt, 1282. He (the witneſs) was in 
Dundalk on the lirſt of Auguſt, 1782, and at- 
tended a meeting of the burgeſſes and common- 
alty on that day, to try whether Mr. Thomas 
Read ſhould not be removed from his office of 
bailiff. The number of burgeſſes that attended 
that meeting were nine, beſides Mr. Thomas and 
Mr. Iſaac Read. There were alſo ſive of the old 
freemen that attended, and ſigned the proceed- 
ings. of that day... John Moore was concęived to 
be a good freeman, but on examining ;the books 


| his name was found not to be inſerted, Of the 


freemen 
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freemen that attended that day, were George 
Murphy, Stephen Page, Samuel Page, Montgo- 
mery Sleater, Myrick Manypenney, but did not 
recollect the names of any others. He had read 
a liſt of the freemen of Dundalk, Ggned with 
the initials of Mr. Thomas Read, in which he 
acknowledged that on the 21ſt of January, 1782, 
when he was bailiff, there were 16 burgeſſes, and 
109 freemen ; but out of theſe freemen were 
Mr. Jocelyn, "then a burgeſs, but who was not 
a ſworn burgeſs at that time. Mr. Read ac- 
n ke. on the ziſt of January, 1782, that 
the initials, I. R. figned to a liſt of the bur- 
gelles and freemen, was his band-writing; but 
denied afterwards that the body was written by 
him. Mr. Read was applied to for the corpora- 
| tion books prior to 1760; he ſaid he had them 
not. By comparing the liſt ſigned T. R. with 
the corporation books from the year 2560, they 
partly agreed. A great number of burgeſſes and 
freemen do not reſide in the borough. He be- 
lieved two-thirds of the old freemea did not. re- 
fide in the borough. A notice was prepared to 
be. ferved on Mr. Thomas Read to anſwer the 
charges againſt him, which. notice he (the wit⸗ 


neſs) ſaw delivered to be ſerved ; notices alſo - 


were {erved on every burgels and r then 
reſident in the corporation, to attend the meet- 
ing of the ſirſt of Auguſt; they were ſigned by 
Alborough Wrightſon, who was then town- 
- Clerk. "Notices were delivered to Mr. F ord and | 
James Gray in order to be ferved, and ſpecial 
3” directions 


. 
— 
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directions were given n refed to the ſervice 


of certain perſons in the borough, viz. Iſaac 
Read, Zach. Maxwell, Stephen Page, Samuel 
Page, and Montgomery Sleater, and indepen- 
dent of theſe ſpecial notices, notices directed to 
the burgeſſes and freemen generally were poſted 
on certain parts of the borough. They were 
poſted on the zoth, and he (the witneſs) was 
poſitive as to that fact. Beſides the poſted no- 
tices, the corporation bell rung through the cor- 
poration rather more than an hour. Mr. Tho- 
mas Read attended that meeting, and was at- 
tended by his counſel and agent. Lord Cler- 
mont preſided as ſenior burgeſs of the corpora- 
tion. The afſembly proceeded to the buſineſs - 


mentioned in the notice ;—the accuſation. was 


read ;—Mr. Read entered into his defence. Dr. 
Francis Hamilton moved a reſolution, purport- 
ing that the charges againſt Mr. Thomas Read 
were fully proved. The queſtion was then put 
on the amotion of Mr. Read, and carried; no 
perſon voted againſt it. Mr. Read's friends be- 
ing applied to, to ſign the proceedings, they re- 
fufed. The firſt proceedings were electing the 
preſident. James Gray and, Mr. Ford, upon 
oath proved the ſervice of the notices on Mr. 
Read, the burgeſſes, and freemen. An objec- 
tion was made on the part of Mr. Read, that 
all the freemen were not ſerved with ſmmonſes. 
The corporation anfwered, they did not conſi- 
der the thirty-two, perfons who claimed to be 
admitted on the 29th of June, as freemen ; upon 

which 
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which the objection was over-ruled. Mr. Maney» 
penny did not vote for the removal of Mr. Read. 
There were ſome of the old freemen who leſt 
the Court without polling againſt Mr. Read. 
Mr. Read never took any ſtep to revoke his amo 
tion, that the witneſs knows of. 


He was croſs-· examined. _ 


"4 


Ihe witneſs wrote the ſummonſes in the houſe 


of Lord Clanbraflill ;—he wrote part of it on 
the evening of the 2g9th:of: july ;—part of the 


notice was wrote. previous to the 28th of July in 


Lord Clanbraſſill's houſe ; it had been ſigned 
by perſons before it was finiſhed. The notice 
was not prepared by the direction of Lord Clan- 
braſſill; it was by the advice of the Attorney 
General. The witneſs did not conſult every per- 
ſon previous to the preparing the paper for the 


amotion of Mr. Read. Mr. Maxwell, and ſeve- 


ral others were not conſulted, or had notice of 
the papers He believed that if Mr. Maxwell 
and thoſe others had been conſulted, they would 
not have concurred. Believes he entered every 


proceeding that was material, but did think he 


entered every proceeding. After the proceed 


ings had been gone through, he drew up the 


per of amotion. Mr. Read objected to the 


legality of the meeting. Mr. Read complained 


of the ſhortneſs of the time given for his de- 
fence, and objected to any perſon preſiding there 


as bailiff but himſelf. The witneſs recollected in 


general Mr. Read requeſting further time for his 
defence, but did not t recolle& Mr. Read's men- 
K tioning 
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tioning any preciſe time. The reaſon the corpo- 
ration refuſed further time to Mr. Read was, 
they thought him fully prepared. The witneſs 
did not make any entry of ſaid requeſt, not 
thinking it material. He (the witneſs) ſaw many 
perſons ſign the ſummonſes in Lord Clanbraſſill's 
dreſſing. room. Mr. Read admitted he made 
the entries in the corporation book on the 1 
8 Jane. 
Mr. James Ford was wk for the ſitting 
ene to prove the corporators were ſum- 
moned for the firſt of Auguſt. He ſerved ſum- 
monſes on the corporators, part on the 29th, 
and part on the zoth of July, 1782. Served 
Mr. Thomas Read on the: evening -of the 29th 
of July ; he ſaw his ſervant, and deſired him to 
tell his maſter the witneſs wanted him. The 
witneſs called out to Mr. Read—he had a ſum- 
mons for him to attend on the firſt of Auguſt, 
and he (the witneſs) thruſt the ſummons through 
the door. The witneſs on the 29th of July, 
ſerved John M<Cartney, John Lyons, Mathew 
Reily, the Rev. Dr. Hamilton, Michael Dally; 
he could not be particular as to ſerving any 
more on the 29th. On the goth he ſerved John 
Hamilton, William Cowell, Rev. Roger Black, 
James Morten, Rev. Francis Thuro, William 
Cummins, John Elpen, Thomas Brady, Edward 
Tipping, William Grills, Arthur Craven, Eſq. 
Charles Craven, Alborough Wrightſon, Lord 
Roden, Lord Clanbraſſill, Hon. George Jocelyn, 
2 Slade, Counſellor M*Cartney, Rev. Mr. 
| | Maſſett, 
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Maſſett, Thomas Crilly, William Steel, Robert 
Alexander Gray, David Johnſton, John Sur- 
man, Humphry Stephenſon, Humphry Stephen- 


{on jun. Hall Waring, Eſq. George Atkinſon, 


John Atkinſon, Alexander Pittman, Henry 
. Keevon, Richard Scarlet, James Bayly, Charles 
| Lyſter, Thomas Wrightſon, Mounſeer Mercer, 
Arthur Buttee, and Arthur Steel. There was 
three notices poſted on the 29th; he was by 
when they were poſted. The bell rung to con- 
vene the meeting ; the bell had rung a full hour, 
and the buſineſs did not begin till after twelve. 
Mr. Read attended the meeting with counſel 


and agents. Mr. Thomas Read demanded _ 


the poll of perſons preſent. All the notices 
which were ſerved on corporators were exactly 


KB. 


the ſame. James Gray ſerved ſome, and they 


. were exactly alike. He deſired Gray to be very 
particular in the ſervice of certain perſons, viz. 
Zachariah Maxwell, George Murphy, Stephen 
Page, Samuel Page, Montgomery Sleater, Iſaag 
Reed, Eſq. and John Lyons ;—theſe he deſired 
him to be particularly attentive to; the notices 


were ſigned by Alborough Wrightſon. The 


charges were ſpeciſied in the ſummons ſerved 
on Mr. Thomas Read. 
He was croſs- examined. 


He was agent to Lord Clanbraſſill; he was 


ſo on the firſt of Auguſt, 1782, and * He 


believed the return of the 29th of June to the 


Privy Council was rejected. He believed he ſaw 


2 notice, __ Thomas Read, poſted ſoon after- 


„ Wards, 
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wards, for a meeting to be held at the Seſſions- 
hovſe'to elect a bailiff for the 29th of July. The 
Seffions-houſe was locked up afterwards by him. 
Lord Clanbraſſill wrote to the Sheriff for leave 
to ſhut up the Seflions-houſe, which was granted 
to him. Mr. Read afterwards poſted a notice 
for a meeting to be held at the Preſbyterian 
Meeting houſe. He ſaw the notice for the meet- 
ing at the Preſbyterian Meeting-houſe a few days 
before the 29th July. At ten minutes after nine 
on Sunday morning the 28th july, he ſerved a 
notice on Mr. Read, that the Seſſions-houſe 


would be opened on Monday at the uſual hour, 


and not to hold a meeting at the Preſbyterian 
*Mecting-houſe- at his peril. Before he ſerved the 
notice of Sunday, Read's notice had been up 
ſeveral days. He believed the notice was pre- 
pared at Lord Clanbraſſill's houſe. He could not 
_ -fay it was a corporate meeting.— It was here 
allmitted by the fitting members' Counſel that 
it was not a corporate meeting. Ile believed 
to a man the non-reſidents of Dundalk waited to 
attend the meeting of the firſt of Auguſt; he 
believed moſt of the non-reſidents attended to 
-oblige Lord Clanbraſſill. Mr. Read attended 
the Meeting-houſe a little after nine, purſuant 
to his notice. Lord Clanbraſſill and a great num- 
der of his friends took the oaths before Mr. 
Read on that day. The major part of the free- 
men then preſent made a demand of Mr. Read 
to elect a bailiff purſuant to the notice he had 
poſted, which he peremptorily refuſed, and gave 
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as a reaſon for refuſing, that in conſequence of 
the notice he had received from Lord Clan- 
braſſill to re- elect a bailiff, he deſired ſome time 
to conſider thereof, and to have the opinion of 
Counſel thereupon, The freemen ſaid they 


would waive the notice given him the-day be- - 


fore, and they deſired him to proceed to the 
election of a bailiff. The witneſs could not ſay 


' politively, but believed four-fifths of the meet 
ing ſaid they would waive notice, and called 
out for the election of bailiff. He believed Mr. 
Read requeſted time to conſider the requeſt. of 
the freemen. He ſerved: the ſummonſes, ſpeci- 


fying the charges againſt Mr. Read, on him at 
fix o'clock. After the meeting of the freemen, 


the corporators repaired to Lord Clanbraſſill's 


Houſe, and moſt of them ſigned the paper of 
charges; one or two of them might not have 
figned it;—the witneſs compared the paper. 


There was no bell rung, or notice poſted of the 


meeting at Lord Clanbraſſill's. About eleven 
o'clock they went to Lord Clanbraſſill's houſe to 


prepare the paper; he believed the paper was 
not ſent in to the town-clerk to be ſigned. Mr. 


Mr. Maxwell was not preſent, nor ſent for to 
attend that meeting. George Murphy, Mr. 
Thomas or Iſaac Read, was not ſent for. He 


believed Mr. Thomas Read was not called upon 
to anſwer for his conduct before the paper was 
prepared; he believed that Mr. Read knew that | 


a paper was preparing againſt him, as he (Mr. 
2 gave ee to his ſervant not to re- 


ceive | 
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ceive any ſummonſes. The notices that 'were 
figned and poſted: were all ſigned by Mr. A. 
Wrightſon. The gentlemen preſent who ſigned 
the paper of charges, thought Mr. Wrightſon the 
propereſt perſon to ſign the notice; and they de- 
fired him to doit. The witneſs was there at the be- 
ginning of the meeting of the firſt of Auguſt, 
and Mr. Read objected generally to the legality 
of the meeting, and complained that he had not 
2a ſufticient-notice to make his defence. Until 
the day before yeſterday, he (the witneſs) did 
not hear that Mr. Read had deſired further time 
to prepare for his defence; he believed it is pro- 
bable that the judgment of amotion - of Mr. 
Read was prepared before they went to Court. 
The freemen went to Lord Clanbraſſill's from the 
Meeting-houſe much exaſperated. They deter- 
mined to remove Mr. Read unleſs he ſhewed juſt 
cauſe to the contrary. The Seſſions-houſe was 
opened atnineo'clock on the 2gthof July, and Mr. 
Read was informed that there was no objection 
to the meeting in the Mecting-houſe, but the 
place. Lord Clanbraſſill heard of unlawful meet- 
ings at the Seſſions, and that ſeveral depreda- 
tions had been committed there, and for that 
reaſon had the Seffions-houſe ſlutrt. 
' Counſellor Roſs was produced to prove the pro- 
ceedings of the firſt of Auguſt. Counſellor 
Roſs was aſked if he had ever been in this Com- 
mittee-· room during the examination of any evi- 
dence, and havipg anſwered he was not, he was 
| then examined, He was a freeman of Dundalk ; 
Was 
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was in Court at the time Mr. Read was tried for 


miſdemeanors, and removed from his office. He 
recollected Mr. Thomas Read being there, and 


ſaw him attended by Counſellor Blackburne and 


his agent; he conſidered Mr. Read, and his 
counſel and agent, as making a defence; but 
cannot recollect whether they croſs- examined 
any witneſs or not. He remembered a queſtion 


being put as to the diſmiſſal of Mr. Read, and 


that the Chairman had declared him put out of 
his oſſice. Mr. Read demanded à poll, and the 
freemen were aſked ſeparately as to their opinion 
of the evidence laid before them. Mr. Read ob- 
jected to Mr. Bayly's figning againſt him. The 
witneſs remembered to be detained until the 
agent was drawing up;the judgment, and ſeemed 
vexed that he ſhould be detained; ſo long; 
thought it ſhould he prepared before Court be- 
gan. It Was an agent that drew it un. 17006 

Li He Was croſs- examined. Baba 

- He believed Mr. Read objected to ws legality 
of the meeting. He thought Mr. Read might 


complain of the ſhortneſs of the time, but could 


not be poſitive. Part of the charter was read to 
ſhew the power of aſſembling to amove bailiff, 
and witneſſes were examined relative to the pro- 
ceedings of Mr. Read on the 29th of June. Mr. 
Read did not produce a ſingle witneſs on his be- 
half at that meeting. It is very likely Mr. Read 
deſired that his objections might appear on the 
proceedings of that day; but he thought the 
objections were very immaterial ;——he did not 

| remember 
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remember that any perſon voted for Mr. Read. 
He recollected that Mr. Read's friends proteſted 


_— the proceedings of the meeting. 
James Gray, to prove the ſervice of notice, 


ae On the 29th of July he received ſum- 


monſes to ſerve; — he ſerved them on the zoth. 
Mr. Ford deſired him to be very particular of 
the ſervice of ſeveral perſons he ſerved Mr. 


Mercer Murphy, Sleater, Mr. Read, Mr. Samuel 
Page, Mr. Maxwell, Moratz Green, Elgee, Baily, 


Moraty Pittman,—Marks, John and Richard. 
J. Sleater, Row, Dixon, james Dennis, Mc. 
Elves, Johnſon, Hor, Iver, Thomas Lyſter, 


W Stephen Page, and John Wallh. 


He was croſs- examined. 


The name of Zach. Maxwell in the liſt pro- 
duced, 'is his hand- writing. He ferved Mr. Pitt- 
man perſonally in his own houſe, in his _ 
room, about twelve o'clock the zoth July; he 
handed him the paper; he read it over, and faid 
it was very well. He ſerved Mr. Maxwell's ſon 
and his clerk; they read it over, and laughed 


very heartily; (Mr. Maxwell's clerk's name is 


Martin); the clerk was writing, the ſon was 


doing nothing; he believed it was his eldeſt 
ſon; he might be 20, or 21 he did not recol- 


le& what they ſaid to him; it was about one 
o'clock ; he was a low lad, with fair hair, and 


a ᷑bout 20 or 21 he aſked for Mr. Maxwell, and 


was told he was not at home z—he believed it 


Vas him in the artillery company ;—he was po- 
| ſitive it was one of the two ſons that are in the 


volunteers ;— 


- 
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volunteers it was Mr. Maxwell's ſon took the 
paper. He ſerved Miſs Wynne with the notice 
for George Murphy, at Murphy's houſe. He 
(the witneſs) began to ſerve them at 10, and 
Was done at fix o'dodk. He could not tell 
what hour of the day it was; he told her it 
was a notice for Mr. Murphy, and defired it 


might be given to him as ſoon as he came in. 


He had not the original notice with him when 
he was ſerving the notices. It was Mr. Ford 
that deſired him to go about with the notices. 
He ſerved the butler of Mr. Iſaac Read at Mr. 
Read's houſe; he is a luſty man, about thirty 
years of age; there were other ſervants in the 
ſervice of Mr. Read, but the witneſs ſaw none 
of them but the butler. He was poſitive that 
he inſerted no perſon's name in the liſt, but ſuch 
as he ſerved. Says Mr. Pittman was conſined 
in gaol at the time he ſerved him. Mr. Pittman 
has a houſe in Dundalk ; — he ſerved Mr. Pitt- 
man in the dining -· room in the gaol; he opened 
the door of the gaol himſelf - there is no latch— 
it was lying a- jar; it was the door of the room 


where he dines in; he had the uſe of the two 


rooms; he did not go into any room before he 
went to Pittman; no perſon was with him when 
he went in; the gaol door frequently lies open; 
he paſſed through no door but the outſide door 


until he opened Pittman's. The witneſs could 


not form a belief whether Pittman could go out 
of the gaol without any perſon hindering him 


or not. Mr. Pittman was very infirm; he 


I. | thought 
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thought Mr. Pittman could not have made his 
eſcape without aſſiſtance; — there was a door. 
keeper, but the witneſs did not recollect ſeeing 
him at going into the gaol. He ſaw ſeveral per- 
ſons on going to Pittman's apartments; he did 
not recollect their names; Mr. Pittman ſlept in 
the room he (the N had called before 
his dining- room; he did not recollect what he 
ſaid to Mr. Pittman; he went forward and gave 
him the ſummons, and Pittman faid it was $ very 
well ——Ordered to withdraw, 
Mr. M*Cartney proves the mandamus and re- 
turn, November, 1782.—Mr. Buran obſerves 
that it was glued after the 29th September.— 
Mr. M*Cariney to ſhew that Mr. Read's was not 
out by fluxion of time.—lt was admitted, that 
Lord Clanbraſſill appointed William Fitaman, 
Eau his deputʒ. 

Here the fitting Members cloſed theirevidence 
win reſpect to the amoval of Mr. Read on the 


Hrſt of Auguſt, 1782. 


Mr. Thomas Johnſton was . produced to 


Fes Mr. Read was not removed. 
Mr. M<Cartney objects to Mr. Ichnſton, as an 
incompetent witneſs, he being one of the per- 
ſons whoſe freedom was impeached. 

Mr. Bur/ton hoped the Committee would not 
exclude petitioners from examining Mr. John- 
| ſton, who was preſent at the CEO'S or the firſt 
of Auguſt. 

The Committee-room was cleared, and when 
the Council were called in, the Chairman in- 

6 formed 
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formed them, © That it was the opinion of the 


Committee, that Mr. Thomas Johnſton is not 
a competent witneſs, and that Counſel ſhould 


« confine themſelves to the amotion of Mr. 
* Thomis Read on the firſt of Auguſt.” 


Mr. Charles Reilly was then produced. He 


was an inhabitaht of Dundalk. He was preſent 


at a meeting of the burgeſſes and freemen on the 


firſt of Auguſt, 1782. Lord Clermont was in 


the chair. Mr. Read objected to Lord Cler- 


mont's taking the chair, and to the whole of the 
proceedings, and defired to know by what au- 
thority that meeting was convened; Mr. Read 
was told, by a ſummons from Mr. Wrightſon, 
the town-clerk. Mr. Read defired to examine 
Mr. Wrightſon as to the legality of his exer- 
ciſing the office of town- clerk. Tie belle ved Mr: 
Wrightſon was examined by Counſellor Black: 
burne, Counſel for Mr. Read, if he was ever 
elected purſuant to the charter. Mr. Read com- 


plained of the ſhortneſs of the time, and ſaid 


the charges againſt him were various and com- 


| plicated. He heard Mr. Read requeſt ſome few 


| days to prepire himſelf for his defence ;—his 

requeſt was rejected, as he beſt recollected. It 
was Lord Clermont, the chairman, that refuſed 
him. The witneſs did not recolleQ any queſtion 
being put by the Chairman on the refuſal of 


James Read. Mr. Read applied for leſs time 
(a day) ; but the witneſs was ſure he (Mr. Read) 
was refuſed. Mr. Read attempted often to ſpeak, 
but was as often interrupted by Mr. M*Cartney 
4 L. 2 upon 
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upon which Mr. Read jumped on the table, 
and faid he was the head of the corporation, and 
would be heard; but. the gentlemen did not 
ſeem inclined to hear him. There was ſome diſ- 
pute to hear him, but in general the meeting 
was againſt it, Mr. Read objected repeatedly to 
the whole of the proceedings, and deſired they 
might be taken down. He (the witneſs) ſaw. a 
perſon taking down the proceedings, and it was 
to him Mr. Read apphed to have his objections 
taken down. He did not recollect the agent's 
anſwer. Mr. Read ſaid he would not go into 
any defence, nor. would he pay any regard to 
the proceedings of the aſlembly. He did not 
produce any witneſs to the Court. He did not 
recollect that Mr. Read ſaid any thing to Lord 
Clermont at that time. Mr. Read was inter 
rupted ſo often, and let to ſpeak 1 ſo little, that the 

witneſs did not recollect what it was. There was 
a queſtion put as to the removal of. Mr. Read, 
but Mr. Maxwell did not aflent to the removal 
of Mr. Read. Some of the Pages, and others, 


rrefuſed to aſſent thereto. He heard the pro- 


teſtors ſay among themſelves, that they deemed 
it an illegal meeting; but they did not ſay any 
thing of it to Lord Clermont. | 
He was. croſs- examined. | 
Mr. Stephen and Samuel Page did not aſſent to 
the proceedings ;—the witneſs was very near 
them; he did not recollect whether Mr. Max- 
well or the Pages were. neareſt. He was certain 
the Fages and Mr. Maxwell were in Court. He 
heard 
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heard no perſon demand a poll. He believed 
there were one or more that voted againſt Mr. 
Read. He did not recolle& whether Mr. Read 
croſs-· examined any evidence. The meeting was 


at about twelve o'clock. He was no freeman, 


but curioſity brought him there;—he was pre- 
ſent at the opening of the Court; he believed 
every inhabitant knew of, the meeting of the 
firſt of Auguſt ; no freeman went with him to 
the Court, nor had he any converſation with 
any one about it. Knew Mr. Zachariah Max. 
well well; he did not know what coat Mr. 
Maxwell had on, but believed it was his uni- 
form ; he could not recolle& that he ſaw Mr. 
Maxwell out of Court that day ; he believed he 
ſpoke to him in Court; but did not recollect 


that he heard any freeman object to the proceed» 


There were charges exhibited againſt Mr. 
Read; one of them was for holding a Court on 
the 29th of June, at an unuſual hour, and not 


by ring of bell. Other charges were alſo ex- 


hibited, to which Mr. Read faid he would not 
go inte any defence, as he held the whale ow 
ceedings to be illegal. 

Patrick Reilly was next produced, on bekalf of 
the petitioners. He lived in Dundalk. He was 
- preſent at a meeting on the firſt of Auguſt, 
1782 ; it was for the purpoſe of removing Mr. 


Read from his office of bailiff; he was there at 


the beginning, and took notes of the proceeds 

ings of that day. He had been with an __ 

ney, and then did buſineſs in Dundalk as 
writing 
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writing clerk. The firſt buſineſs the Court pro- 

ceeded on, was the calling Lord Clermont to the 
chair. Mr. Read objected to the proceedings as 
being illegal, and the chairman over-ruled the 
We e Mr. Read then objected, that the 


charges were various and complicated, and de- 


fired a week's notice to prepare for his defence. 
He (Mr. Read) was not allowed the weck. Mr. 
Read then aſked for two days, and he was alſo 
refuſed, Mr. Read then aſked the next day, and 
that alſo was refuſed. © Mr. Read attempted to 
ſpeak, but Mr: M*Cartney always interrupted 
him ; upon which he (Mr. Read) jumped upon 
the table, and addreſſed the Chair, and ſaid, 
« Am not I bailiff? I will be heard.” The wit- 


neſs ſaw a clerk taking down the minutes. Mr. 


Alborough Wrightſon attended as town-clerk ; 


he was not certain that he had ſeen him (Mr. 


Wrightſon) take down any thing. Mr. Read 


told Lord Clermont, that he would not make 


any defence, nor would he abide by the deter- 


mination of that aſſembly. Mr. Read did not 


produce any evidence. He did not hear Mr. 

Read, or any perſon for him, 1 the evidence 

dn the other fide any queſtion; | | 
Hens e nod 


Mr. Blackburne attended as Counſel for Mr. 
Read? and aſked the witneſs queſtions. The 


witneſs did not hear Mr. Read aſk any queſtion. 
Mr. Read ſpoke to the Chair ſeveral times; he 


mentioned Counſellor Shiell's having adviſed 
tl! en of notices inſtead of ring of bell. 
Mr. 
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Mr. Read hoped the Court would not take ads 
vantage of what he then ſaid. He ſuppoſed 


Mr. Read ſaid, that in his (Mr. Read's) own juſ- 


tification, Mr. Garret Byrne deſired him to take 


notes. He believed Mr. G. Byrne was then 


agent for Mr. Read. hen he (the witneſs) 
went to Court, he did not know he ſhould have 
been employed to take notes; ; he did not conſi- 


der, that he ſhould be ever called on to give ęvi- 


dence of that dayis proceedings. Mr. Byrne 
took the notes from him, and he (the witneſs) 
got the notes from, Mr. Byrne on the then laſt 

Monday. He read them yeſterday, and the day 
before yeſterday, and read part of them on that 
day. He had told all that was contained in the 
notes as far as he had been examined. There 


were witneſſes examined on the ſirſt of Auguſt; 


Mr. Ford; Gray, and Mr. Wrightſon and Mr. 
Mercer. He believed Mr., Wrightſon was croſs- 
examined by Mr. Blackburne, he ſuppoſed as 


Counſel for Mr. Read. He did not recolle& Mr. 


Read to have examined any perſon. When the 
queſtion was put on the amoval of Mr. Read, 
the Court became very noiſy; he believed that 
gentlemen were permitted to ſpeak freely. Mr. 
Blackburne was heard without interruption as 
to the illegality of the meeting, and was an- 
ſwered by Counſellor MCartney. Mr. Read 


produced papers for his juſtiſication. The wit- 
—_ did not take minutes of the whole proceed - 


; he only took down the objections of Mr. 
—— He took down nothing but what Mr. 
Blackburne 
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Blackburne and Mr. Byrne deſired him. He be- 
heved the time Mr. Read leaped on the table, 
was before the witnefles were examined. He 
believed that witneſſes were examined as to ring 
of bell. Lord Clermont put the queſtion on the 
amoval of Mr. Read; he took the poll againſt 


Mr. Read—but no perſon offered to poll for Mr. 
| Read; The witneſs knew Manypenny well ;— 


fays Mr. Manypenny was called upon by Lord 
Clermont for his vote, and he (Manypenny) 


begged to be excuſed. Mr. Read deſired him 


to vote, and pledged his honour that he never 
would think of it. Lord Clermont opened the 
Court by putting the queſtion on the amoval of 
Mr. Read ;—the queſtion was put before the ex- 
amination of witnefſes He (the witneſs) was 

not certain whether Gray was examined before 
the queſtion was put or not. He did not put 
down in his notes that part of the proceedings. 
The firſt proceedings on the witneſs's going into 


Court, was a queſtion put on the Chairman's 


taking the chair Mi Read objected to it, and 
it was over- ruled. "Mr: Read then objected to 


Lord Clermont's fwenring the witneſſes. Lord 
Clermont put the queſtion before the witneſſes 


were examined. He believed the converſation 


between Read and Mr. Maneypenny was near 


the conelufion of the proceedings. He believed 
the paper of accuſation was written before it was 
brought into Court; he thought Mr. M Cartney 
pulled it out of his pocket. Mr. Wrightſon 


weck a notice on Mr. Read, and thought he 


attended 


— — 
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attended there to prove it. Immediately after 
Mr. Read objected to the illegality of the; meet⸗ 


ing ;—he objected to the ſhortneſs of che time 
allowed him for making his defence. 1104 63 
It was'prapoſed to offer Mr. Gerald Byrne, 
who was preſent during the whole of therpro: 


ceedings of the firſt of Auguſt, for they petiti- 
oners; it would be objected on the, part. nf 


fitting members that he was an in competent 


witneſs; but id could be proved that the OHB , 
tion to Johnſton could not in any degtes reach 
Mr. Byrne. For the ſitting members this te ſtii 


mony was objedted to. Ihey offered: tacreatlatt 

entry from the corporation hack to proꝝd M. 
Gerald Byrne to be am wedmpetent twifditfals 
and on the other hand the reading pf the entry 


was objected to. The Committee rm was | 


cleared, and Men the C ounſel were called in, 


the Chairman read. to them, Ge he Ra Mn 
66. Reſolution. read, That N 1470 Gary 
Fa Fre 


64 having tendered his vaſe; at | e lat 
40 he (was not, rendered an _incompetent.. witneſs 


« by being one of the 1 new freemen.“ ck But be ting | 


had ate & 'Reſolycd, that {i Ne the « opin 

* .th is Committee, that 

4e uk ſigneg 01 a paper c of * the 28th da Fifa 'of 
cc Nt; (then lying on the FOR JThould be 

« proved tothe, ſatisfaction o 


ce the point then before the, Committee.” | Mr, 


Byrne admitting it to be his hapd-writing x e 


not Saws wand 


n, of 
t he. name of | G60 


Committee 
to be the band-writing 'of Mr.“ Gerald Byrpe, 
„ that he thould not. be admitted an evidence ta | 
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- Here the eviciddce. on both ſides was one as 
to the proceedings on the firſt of Auguſt. 
Eray was then called upon by the petitioners 
to point out which of the two Maxwells he had 
ſerved with notice for the meeting of the firſt of 
Auguſt. He ſerved Mr. John Maxwell for his 
father on the zoth July, 1782. Mr. Martin was 
preſent. He did not know Mr. Maxwell's ſon's 
chriſtian name. Mr. John Maxwell was in the 
korſe volunteers. Ie believed he ſerved a ſum- 
mons at Mr. Maxwell's houſe ſome time before. 
He would not have been ſo particular as to the 
ſervice of the notice of the zoth July, but that 
Mr. Ford had defired him to be ſo. He wrote 
the liſt of ſervice eight days or a fortnight after; 
uns n, fle s erefiexaniined;o + 
* Sers he wrote che liſt from a x paper that was 
 Vrote with a _ en 
2 "Mr. J. M Maxtbe It was here Prochutel to contra. 
diet Gray. js the ſon of Mr. Zach. Maxwell, 
He Velen the Grſt of Auguft, 17832. He 
bo ames, Gray he was poſitive Mr. James 
id not. 77 7 him with 2 notice on the 
Jout Jul 1. 1782, for his father required his at- 
9 5 on the firſt of Auguſt. He was in the 


zht horſe ;—he n ef Was in 
1115 Er 


the FIT, com- 
140 

Dany in onda | 
Nr:, 10 60 : 

8 He Was crols examined. 

, 11250 never beard of the meeting of the 


felt öl % 8 5 until after it Was over. 
attend that meeting. He (the 


| e no 
Witness) was not in town on the firſt of 


4 "Auguſt ; TN 
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Auguſt ;—he was in town the two or three days 
before ;—he did not recollect whether his bro- 
thers were at that meeting; —he did not recol- 
lect whether he was in town two days before the 
weeting. He had been at the meeting on. the 
' 29th of July, and took the oaths of a freeman. 
He did not hear that any perſon intended calling 
Mr. Read to account. He knew Gray, and did 
not ſee him leave any ſummons at his father's; 


he never heard any of the family ſay that Gray - 


left a ſummons for his father on the zoth of 


July. Never heard of the meeting of the firſt 


of Auguſt till the evening of the day before. 
He believed he might be at home on the zoth; 
he could not be poſitive ;—he believed he was 
never a whole day out of his father's office if he 
were at home. He never heard until yeſterday 


that he ſhould be examined as a witneſs before 


the Committee. He was about five miles out 


of town on the firſt of Auguſt, at a farm of his 
father's. He never heard of any meeting to be 


held for the purpoſe of removing Mr. Rene until 
it was over. 


Mr. Martin attended on the Committe He 


was ſure Mr. Gray never gave him any fum- 
mons. He could ſwear that he did not ſee Gray 


on that day. He could not recolle& whether 


his father was at home on that day or not. It 
was impoſſible if Gray had given him a paper, 


but he ſhould have read it, and given it to his - 


father. He never recollected Gray giving him 
any notice in his life-time, nor did he recollect 
M 2 


any 
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any circumſtance of his laughing on the 3cth of 

July. He did not recollect ſeeing or reading 

any notice . — of ok Suit, on 
WI alt; 

Juba Martin was benen wt the 40 eng 
Heived 3 in Dundalk lived on the goth July, 
178, at Maxwell's fugar houſe. He knew James 

Gray He lived with Mr. Maxwell as his clerk 
on the Zoth July, 1782. He heard that the 
meeting on the ſirſt of Auguſt, 1782, was for 
che purpoſe of removing "Mr. Read. He (the 
vitneſs) did not receive any ſummons from Gray 
on the 3oth July. He did not remember ſeeing 
Gray for three days previous to the firſt of 
Auguſt. How could he be aſked whether Mr. 
Mawell laughed at receiving a paper from 

Gray, when he (the witneſs) did not ſee Gray 

chat day. He knew Gray ſerved 2 notice after 
wards on Mr. Maxwell on the firft of Auguſt, 

1782 Gray ſerved the votice in Mr. Max- 

-well's office; Mr. Robert Maxwell and himſelf 
were preſent. Mr. Robert Maxwell is not a ſon 

of Mr. Zachariah Maxwell's. He was a volun- 
teer in the Firſt Belfaſt Company. He (the wit- 
neſs) read the notice; it Was for the purpoſe of 
-chairing a bailiff in tlie room of Read, who was 
turned out; he did not recollect any perſon's 
laughing at that time he could not be certain 
as to the day, but Was poſitive it was between 
the iſt and ʒth of Auguſt; it was ſigned by Lord 
Clermont, and ſeveral other freemen. 2 
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+ ' He was crofs examined. 

He recollected being in Dundalk two or n 
days previous to the 1ſt of Auguſt. He could 
not be poſſtive as to his being in \ Dundalk on the 
922th, zoth, and 31ſt of lux, To the beſt of 
his belief he did not hear of the meeting until 
it was paſt. The diſputes in the corporation 


were very generally taken notice of. He believe 


ſeveral perſons came to the fugar-houſe on the 
29th, zoth, and ziſt of July. He did not re- 


collect ſeeing Mr. Read, Mr. Page, or Mr. Mur- 


phy there. The friends of Mr. Read frequently 
called at Sea. town, but could not ſay poſitively 
whether they were there within three days pre- 
vious to the rt of Auguſt; Mr. Maxwell was 
reckoned a friend to the party. The witneſs did 
not hear any perſon ſpeak of the meeting not 
being to be held in the Seſſions-houſe on the 1ſt 


of Auguſt. Did not, as he recollects, hear the 
bell ring on the firſt of Auguſt. Sea-town was 


in the corporation of Dundalk. He never heard 
that the bell was rung 'by Maxwell's houſe 


on the firſt of Auguſt. Mr. Henry Maxwell was 


not at home that day. He could not form a be- 
ef whether John was at home that day or not. 
Henry went to Belfaſt review with his mother. 
He heard there was a ſubſcription opened on the 
part of the freemen. He never heard of being 


fummoned until yeſterday. He was clear that 


Gray never ſerved any notice but one, which 
was dated between the 1ſt and th of Auguſt; 
he ſaw a copy of the notice ae he came to 


town, 


uE cas OF THE 


- Mr. Garret Byrne's he did not remember 


the date until he ſa it at Mr. Byrne's. He ne- 
ver ſaw a notice ſigned Alborough Wrightſon 
until that day; he read the notice, but could 
not recollect the name; he read the name, but 
was poſitive it was not Mr. Maxwell's. His fa- 
ther and couſin took the cuſtom of the corpora- 
ration of Dundalk. from Mr. Read; —the cuſ- 
toms were ſet almoſt one half lower than what 
they were the preceding year. He ſuppoſed 
there was a ſummons intended to be ſerved on 
Mr. Maxwell the ſame as Mr. Sleater. He did 

not know or believe ſuch a notice was ſerved on 
Mr. Maxw ell. He was poſitive he did not fee 


James Gray in Mr. Maxwell's office on the 3oth 


of July. He heard that Mr. Read was at the 
meeting of the 1ſt, of Auguſt ; he could not ſay 
whether Mr. Maxwell was there or not, and 
could not ſay whether Mr. Maxwell was at home 
on the oth of July. He had heard there was a 
ſubſcription to ſupport the corporation. It was 
likely if Mr. Read was ſerved with notice, he 
would have told Mr. Maxwell. To the beſt of 
his knowledge he thought Mr. Maxwell did not 
know of the meeting of the iſt of Auguſt, Mr. 
Maxwell lay at home on the 3oth. Very ſeldom 
any great events took place that an account of 
them was not immediately circulated through 


the corporation. He believed Mr. Read and Mr. 


Maxwell are ſubſcribers to the ſubſcription en- 
tered into by the freemen. He did not remem- 
ber that Mr. Maxwell expreſſed any e at 

| not being ſummoned. | | | 


James 
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June Gray was again examined. He could 


not recollect Whether he told any perſon on — 
zoth. of July that he ſerved Mr. Maxwell. 

ſerved a great many more notices for the 1 
than for the 1ſt of Auguſt. He did not make any 
liſt for the ſervice of tis 5th. . He was defired to 
make a li of the perſons ſerved on the 3oth of 


July by Mr. Ford, and to be very particular. He 


was not poſitive of the time he ſerved the notice 
of the 5th ;—Mr. Martin was preſent at the ſer- 
vice of both notices. He ſent down the yt 
and manner they were ſerved in. 

Miſs Margaret Wynne, produced to contradic 


James Gray's evidence. She recollected the zotli 


July —ſhe lived with Mr. George Murphy in 


Sea: town on the 3oth july; he was her brother» 
in-: law, and ſhe took care of his domeſtic affairs. 
She recollected that there was a meeting of the 
corporation on the iſt of Auguſt; ſhe never 


minded what the meeting was for. She knew 
James Gray; he did not deliver any notice in 
writing to her two or three days before the iſt 
of Auguſt, 1782. He never in the ne of 0s 
life ana any paper to her. | aan 
2 She was croſs - examine. 

She lived as houſe-keeper in the coke of 
July and Auguſt with George Murphy ;—ſhe 
never heard Mr. Murphy ſay any thing of the 
meeting of the agth of June; ſhe never heard 


any thing that happened at the meeting of the 
29th of June. She believed Sea-town is not 


within oh eas Mr. * did not 
ve 


| 
8 - 
| 
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Ive in Dundalk; he lived in Sea-town..” She 
never heard Mr. Murphy ſay any thing that hap- 
pened-onthe 29th of June, 29th July, or 1ſt of 
Auguſt. She never heard that Murphy was a 
fobſeriber to ſupport the'petition ;—ſhe did not 
know whether Mr. Page was a ſubſcriber, She 
could not tell whether Murphy or Page took any 
part in the conteſt about new freemen;—ſhe 
never heard that there was any conteſt, in Dun- 
dalk at all, She cannot tell whether Murphy 
wus at the meeting on the vt of Auguſt. She 
heard about a fortnight paſt that ſhe was to be 
examined before the Committee; ſhe Was told 
by Mr. Byrne; ſhe was told it was relative to 3 
furaions ſerved. on ber by james Gray. She 
came to town about eight days ago. George 
Murphy had a Dr er at home on a zoth of 
| July, about ſix or ſeven years old. 128 
Jumet Gray Was produced to 1 Si Miſs 
Wynne. She did not recollect ever receiving any 
paper Whatſoever from James Gray; the never 
w him in Murphy's houſe; the” never recol- 
ledted ſeeing Gray when Mr. Murphy was 
wrangling with ſome tradeſmen abet bills, 
She knew James Gray by ſight very well; he 


L deren bad any converſation with him. 


Mr. Martin Drown was produced to the ata 
point as Miſs Wynne. He lived with Mr. Tho- 
mas Read in the months of july and Auguſt, 
1782; he: was butler to him. He knew James. 
Gray the town-ſerjeant. He remembered the 

mT of the iſt of Auguit, 178af for the 


purpoſe 
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purpoſt of removing! Mr. Read. | James Gray 
did not give him (the witneſs) any notice for Mr. 


Read in the two or three days before the iſt of 5 


Auguſt, There were two ſervants in livery in 
Mr. Read's houſe at that time; one was # l 
ſet man, and the other was tall and 'flender. 
Gray never ſerved him with any notice whilſt 
he lived with Mr. Read; or in bis lifetime: He 


I (the witneſs) was the only ſervant that ated as 


butler and received meſfages; he always brought 
them to his maſter. He knew the town and in- 
habitants of Dundalk. '. Sleater lived about the 
middle of the Main-ſtreet of Dundalk; on the 
left-hand fide going from Dublin. He knew 
Bayly's houſe; it was nearer to Mr. Mercer's 
than to Sleater's. He knew Green; he lived at 
the end near Dublin; he lived nearer Mr. Mer- 
cer's than Sleater's. Mr. Murphy lived nearer. 
Sleater's than Maxwell's ; Murphy's houſe was 
between Maxwell's eee a0 Bul29 1 

He was croſs examined. B 
„He as butler to Mr. Read. The 905 „Neude 
lived in the fame houſe. He lived at preſent 
with Mr! Nead; he was in Dundalk on ver 
July, and did not open the door for Gray. He 


did not recollect opening the door ſor Mr. Ford. Fi 


He poſitively believes that Mr. Thomas Read 
was not ſerved with any ſummons on the agth 


of July by Mr. Ford. m 


ther Mr. Read. dined at home on that day. He 

lived with Mr. Bellingham before he went to Mr. 

Read, to the beſt of his knowledge. He did: 
Rt N not 


rn OE OP TEO 


not recallect opening Geer for Mr. Ford. He, 
could not recollect Whether Mr. Spencer dined 
with Mr. Read on the agth of, July. The wit- 
neſs came to live with Mr. Read in July, 1782, 
and Nad, Jiyed with; him conſtantly ſince cat. 
came to to che has. he would call the witneſs be- | 
fore he would open it himſelf; 17 14 
James Gray was again examined:-, He was 
E that Brown was not the dene Who het 
ſerved with notice. A «1 e114 G3 F240 
Brom went to live with Mr. Read in the be- 
ginning of July; Hefiernan, the former e 
W r e en ee N 3403 Dit þ 
er again called. He ſerved John Helſers 
nan he gave him the notices, and Heffernan 
| _ threw them on che ground; Gray took has 
up and threw them into the buſſet. 
He Broten heard that Mr. Read attended the 
meeting on the iſt of Auguſt, and believed he 
did. He believed Mr. Thomas Read was ſerved 
| with ſummons to attend the meeting on the iſt 
of Auguſt; he had heard it mentioned ſince 
that he was ſummoned, and had :heard his maſ- 
ter and friends ſay about a Week ago in Dublin, 
that he was ſummoned. Uk He:did nit hear whe-; 
ther Mr. Iſaac Read was ſummontd or no He 
believed Mr. Read was ſummoned out of the 
houſe. He is ſure Mr. John Heffernan Was not 
| in Read's houſe on the zoth July. Read often 
attended meetings without getting any notice. 
It was impoſſible fat Heffernan to have been 


f 3 


5 A in 
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ein Mri Read's houſe bn tlie 25th or 35th ar Jah 
without his (the witnels's)ſceing him. He 0: 
ſaw him (Heffernan) once in Read's houſefini 
he left him, and that was about ſix months ago. 
He believed Mr. Reid was ſummoned to attend a 
meeting on the rſt of Auguſt, For: the purpoſe 
of, removing him. He heard on the th of 
July, that there was to he a mt᷑eting onſthe crit 
ft Auguſt. He had only ſerved two years in 
Ireland as a ſervant, and had ino diſcharge from 
any perſon he lived with / He cduld not fa 
whether Mr. Read heard of; the meeting on the 
.Ht;of Auguſt or not. He was not certaiu chen 
he ſaw. Hrffernan. He was acquaitited with 
footman of. Lord Jocelyn's. 211,811 noggig 
Gray again examined. He ſerved in the army 
in the regiment of Carbineers. Knew. Major 
Sandford is very well ſatisſied that the Commit - 
tee ſhould apply to him for x character. Hos 
about twenty years out of the regiment. One 
Gray» recommended him to Mr. Read to be 
town-ſerjeant. He had ſer ved in the volunteer 
company for two years, of. Dundal g; and did 
not know Mr, Henry Maxwell's chriſtian nume! 
Mr. Henry Maxwell ſworn to prove that Gray 
knew; and often called him hy his chriſtian 
name. His name is Henry Maxwell 3, has ſerved 
in the volunteer artallery! company in Dundalk, 
and Gray, was: 1 in ĩt at the {ame;time zoſerved: to- 
gether, for two years... He recollected perfectly 
well Gray's, calling him by his chriſtian name; 
he os addreſſed him; by the name of Mr. 
44% N, 2 g A 
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Henry. It. is about a year and an half ſince he 
left the corn. He was e Mr. ew 
Wee, ni 2. f 
6/0 1610071 He was nated... 
. recollect his calling THE by any 
Ph as parade, but did elſewhere; — he called 
him on the parade, Lieutenant. He did not 
vote at the laſt election for Dundalk ; he ten- 
dered his vote; the objection was —he was not 
of age; he ſaid he was of age, purpoſely to 
have a right to vote. He knew Gray in the 
volunteer corps about two years; he never knew 
him to miſbehave; he never knew, until lately, 
of his miſbehaviour, which was | ſhooting a 
pigeon. He (the witneſs) was ſworn in at be 
Meeting-houſe and at the Seſſions-houſe. He 
Was then eighteen years of age. He could not 
lay that Gray was ever given to drink. When 
he ſhot pigeons it was in the execution of his 
office. He never had any reaſon to doubt Gray's 
oath before the meeting of the Committe. 
Patrict Fitzgerald was produced to impeach 
the evidence of Martin Brown. He knew Mar. 
tin Brown; he was in Ravegſcale. - He ſau 
Brown in Dundalk in the month of October 
laſt; he was in Mr. Read's ſervice then; he ſaid 
be meant to leave Mr. Read as ſoon as lhe twebve 
months were up. He ſaw Brown in Dublin 
about a week ago. It was in September he had 
2 converſation with Brown relative to his leav- 
ing Read's, and faw him early in October. He 
faw e again about ten or twelve days ago in 
| Dublin, 
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Dublin, and Brown told him then he had left 


Mr. Read's ſervice, and had his diſcharge, but 

that he was ſtill in his ſervice, and received - 
ſhilling a day from him. He ſaw Brown in the 
Lobby of the Houſe of Commons, but had no 
converſation with him about Nn : 


: going to be produced about. | 21 


William: Wolley produced to hey 3 of 
James Gray. He knew James Gray, and lived 
in one tent with him two years. Gray bore as 
good a character as any private in the regiment; 
he had ſeen him but once or twice ſince he came 

from Germany; he believed his teſtimony nt | 


* believed in any Court wantipevar. i O N 


lle was icroſs-· examined · 
He had not ſeen _ ſince the dur 5 
penedin Dundalk; ²ð ͤä bd, 


Joſeph Moretx, to de mer point Heknetrv 
Gray theſe eight years; he knows no character 
of him but that he was an honeſt induſtrious. 


man. Believed his oath might bo! enn in 


any Court of Juſtice. 
Here the whole of the Caſs was loſe; WES 


after ſome deliberation, the Counſel were called 


in, and the Chairman informed them, that it 
was reſolved, nem. con. That it was the 


E opinion of the Committee, that Thomas 
„ Read was duly amoved from the office of 


+ Bailiff of the Corporation of Dundalk on the 
&« I ſt of Auguſt, 1782. 5 8 


<<. Reſolved, 


193 


| 
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*21<Refolved;!That it was the pinion” of the 


Committee, that the Hon. Robert Jocelyn, 
ce Hf ο only called Lord Viſcount Jocelyn, was 
fr duly elected a Burgefs: to ſerve in this preſent 
oF Parliament fortthe Borough of Dundalk.”  ' 
ed, That it is the opinion of this 
“ Committee, that the Hon. Robeft Jocelyn, 


1% commonly-called Lord Viſcount ſocelyny' was 


{*$duhnreturnet] a Burgeſs to ſerve in this pre- 


_ +Fofemt 8 for. r e of :Dun- 


-SndatkgY: 57) Ni rig vos 2, Toe? 13. &Þ002 
211185 Reſolveds?That>it- appeate:itb to this Com- 
„te mittseyrtat the Hon. George Jocelyn wis 
« duly elected a Burgeſs to ſerve in this preſent 
& Parliament forithe Borough/of Dundalk,” 
gf Rrſchved; That the Hon. George Jocelyn 
p was duly returned a Burgels:to:ferve in thijs 
E 8 Parkman ot cha Boraugh of Dun- 
„ al 2 n off : V 11 Ns 9 J1563 Vi 40 
"offered to report to the Houſr. And ac- 
donclingly the Chairman did report tô the Houte, 
and the determination was ene 
tereq; in the vet ex 1 the ood 
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